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PREFACE 


The  preparation  of  this  volume  would  scarcely  have  been  possible  but 
for  the  public-spirited  action  of  the  Library  Committee  of  the  Wigan 
Town  Council.  The  importance  of  Coram  Rege  Roll  No.  254  for  the 
history  of  Lancashire  in  the  reign  of  Edward  II  had  long  been  recognized, 
and  its  contents  had  been  drawn  upon  by  various  contributors  to  the 
Victoria  History  of  the  county,  but  until  comparatively  recent  years 
any  comprehensive  study  of  the  document  was  rendered  difficult  for 
local  students  by  the  necessity  of  consulting  it  at  the  Public  Record 
Office.  When,  however,  the  late  Canon  T.  C.  Porteus  was  engaged  in 
his  examination  of  the  historical  basis  of  the  Mab’s  Cross  legend  and 
the  career  of  Sir  William  de  Bradshaw,  the  Wigan  Library  Committee, 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  Borough  Librarian,  Mr.  A.  J.  Hawkes,  F.S.A«, 
secured  photostat  copies  of  the  Lancashire  portion  of  the  Roll  to  facilitate 
his  researches,  and  these  copies  subsequently  became  available  for 
consultation  by  others.  By  the  courtesy  of  the  Committee,  most  of 
the  photographs  have  been  loaned  to  the  Library  of  the  University  of 
Manchester  to  enable  me  to  prepare  the  Calendar  now  presented  and 
attempt  a survey  of  the  local  situation  revealed  by  the  trials  recorded 
in  the  Roll. 

I have  also  to  acknowledge  the  generous  services  of  several  friends 
and  colleagues.  To  the  President  of  the  Society,  Dr.  E.  F.  Jacob,  I 
owe  a deep  debt  of  gratitude  for  giving  me  the  benefit  of  his  scholar- 
ship and  ripe  judgment  at  every  stage  of  the  work,  and  especially  for 
his  valued  criticism  of  the  Introduction.  To  Dr.  Moses  Tyson  I am  grate- 
ful for  assistance  in  deciphering  difficult  passages  in  the  Roll,  and  to 
Dr.  J.  Roskell  for  a number  of  useful  suggestions  made  at  the  proof 
stage.  Mr.  Hawkes  has  always  been  most  helpful  in  placing  the  resources 
of  the  Wigan  Public  Library  at  my  disposal  and  in  supplying  me  with 
information  about  local  persons  and  places  ; and  Mr.  H.  M.  McKechnie 
has,  with  his  usual  patience  and  competence,  advised  me  in  dealing  with 
the  technical  problems  of  publication. 

Finally,  I wish  to  thank  the  Deputy  Keeper  of  the  Public  Records 
for  permission  to  reproduce  a facsimile  of  part  of  the  RoU,  and  Mr.  C.  S. 
Drew,  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Record  Office,  for  his  courtesy  in 
replying  to  my  inquiries. 

G.  H.  TUPLING. 

The  University  of  Manchester, 

May,  1949. 
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NOTE  ON  CORAM  REGE  ROLL  NO.  254 


AND  THE  PRINCIPLES  ADOPTED  IN  PREPARING  THE  CALENDAR 

The  section  of  the  roll  here  calendared  consists  of  34  membranes  of  parchment, 
“ filed  ” by  being  pierced  at  the  top  and  threaded  with  vellum  or  parchment  thongs. 
They  are  of  varying  lengths,  the  shortest  being  about  18  inches  long,  but  most  of 
them  ranging  between  24  and  30  inches,  while  all  are  approximately  8f  inches  wide. 
They  were  originally  numbered,  in  a fourteenth-century  hand,  consecutively  from 
I to  34,  but  subsequently,  in  the  seventeenth  century,  renumbered  from  40  to  74. 
In  the  later  notation,  however,  numbers  42  and  49  are  omitted  (41  being  followed 
by  43  and  48  by  50),  while  membrane  10  of  the  earlier  notation  has  no  second 
number.  As  most  of  the  modern  references  to  the  roll  follow  the  seventeenth- 
century  numeration,  this  is  shown  in  the  calendar  by  figures  in  round  brackets  after 
the  original  numbers,  thus  : m.  1(40)  ; m.  4(44)  ; m.  11(51). 

All  the  membranes,  except  nos.  4,  22,  23,  and  27,  are  inscribed  on  both  sides. 
The  penmanship  is  in  the  neat,  clear  style  characteristic  of  the  early  fourteenth- 
century  scribes,  but  not  all  in  the  same  hand.  It  is  apparent  that  several  clerks 
were  engaged  in  making  the  fair  copy  on  the  plea  roll  from  the  rough  notes  jotted 
down  (probably  on  the  backs  of  the  writs  by  the  clerks  who  were  in  charge  of  them) 
during  the  proceedings  ; and  that  the  transcribers,  after  enrolling  a presentment  or 
series  of  presentments,  or  the  first  hearing  of  a case,  often  left  blank  spaces  which 
were  afterwards  filled  in  by  others  when  further  proceedings  had  to  be  recorded. 
In  addition,  many  corrections,  interlineations,  and  marginal  notes  were  added  in  a 
hand  different  from  that  of  the  entries  to  which  they  refer.  Since  for  reasons  of  space 
it  has  been  necessary  to  print  large  portions  of  the  roll  in  abbreviated  form,  it  has 
not  been  found  practicable  to  denote  where  the  changes  of  handwriting  occur. 

The  membranes  for  the  most  part  bear  headings  indicating  the  different  groups 
and  classes  of  offenders  proceeded  against,  but  these  headings  seldom  specify  the 
dates  on  which  the  proceedings  were  taken  ; nor  are  the  membranes  themselves 
arranged  in  strict  chronological  order.  The  presentments  made  by  the  various 
juries  are  usually  distinguished  by  initial  entries,  in  the  margin,  of  the  names  of  the 
hundreds  or  townships  from  which  the  jurors  were  drawn.  But  the  clerks  were  not 
consistent  in  their  placing  of  the  classification  headings  or  of  the  guides  to  the 
hundreds  and  the  townships.  Sometimes  a heading  proper  appears  in  the  margin  ; 
at  other  times  the  locality  guide  is  put  as  a left-hand  heading  above  the  relevant 
entries.  The  calendar  preserves  the  numerical  order  of  the  membranes,  but  all 
headings  and  locality  guides  are  shown  in  a uniform  arrangement. 

As  to  the  actual  enrolments,  the  following  procedure  has  been  adopted  for  the 
printed  version  : 

The  Articles  of  Inquiry  and  the  King’s  Writ  to  the  justices  (mm.  i,  id.)  are 
printed  in  the  original  text  with  a translation  on  the  opposite  pages.  All  the 
entries  on  mm.  2,  2d.,  are  given  in  full  in  literal  translation,  as  a specimen  of  the 
method  of  enrolment.  After  those  only  the  more  important  parts  of  the  document 
are  so  reproduced,  with  the  Latin  or  French  text  appended  in  the  footnotes  in  a few 
cases  of  special  interest  or  peculiarity.  Less  important  entries,  dealing  chiefly  with 
miscellaneous  felonies,  are  summarized  in  English  under  such  headings  as  “ [Pre- 
sentments] ”,  ” [Process  and  Pleadings]  ”,  the  difference  in  treatment  being  marked 
by  the  use  of  a smaller  fount  of  type. 
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NOTE  ON  CORAM  REGE  ROLL  NO.  254 

Anything  added  to  the  text,  e.g.,  a date  or  a place-name  in  modernized  form, 
or  words  inserted  for  the  sake  of  clarity,  is  placed  in  square  brackets.  Interlineations 
in  the  text  are  shown  in  round  brackets  with  superior  “ i ”,  words  crossed  out  or 
cancelled  with  superior  ” c ”,  and  words  deleted  or  erased,  if  decipherable,  with 
superior  ” e ”,  thus:  (.  . . .‘),  (.  . . .<^),  (.  . . .®). 

Marginal  notes,  other  than  locality  guides,  are  given  at  the  ends  of  the  entries 
to  which  they  respectively  refer  in  round  brackets  preceded  by  the  word  ” Margin  ”. 
Where  the  same  note  is  repeated,  the  number  of  repetitions  is  indicated  thus  : 
(Margin  : Q four  times).  Points,  crosses  and  other  signs  in  the  margin  and  over 
names  have  been  ignored,  as  also  have  such  notes  as  cuL,  fin.  fecit,  ohiit,  which  appear 
over  names  and  are  repetitions  of  facts  stated  in  the  text. 

Christian  names  have  been  modernized  wherever  possible,  but  the  clerks’  spelling 
of  surnames  and  place-names  has  been  retained,  abbreviated  forms  generally  being 
extended.  Punctuation  and  capitalization  are  modernized. 


KEY  TO  MARGINAL  NOTES  IN  THE  ROLL 


alibi  : (see  the  entry)  in  another  place  (in  the  roll). 

alibi  infra  : (see  the  entry)  elsewhere  on  the  other  side  (of  this  membrane). 

alibi  plenius  : (the  case  is  dealt  with)  more  fully  in  another  place. 

cap’ , capian’ , capiant’  : capiantur,  they  are  to  be  arrested. 

cataii  nulla,  catalla  nulla  : no  chattels. 

cat’  layca  : lay  chattels. 

die’  con’ , die.  con^  : clericus  convictus,  convicted  clerk. 
d.,  den  : denarii,  pence  ; xl.den,  40  pence. 
dieta,  ad  dietam  : (sent  back  to  prison)  for  a day. 
di.mar.  : dimidia  marca,  half  a mark. 

exig’,  exigan’,  exigant’  : exigantur,  they  are  to  be  exacted  ; i.e.,  proclamation  is  to 
be  made  in  four  successive  county  courts  bidding  them  to  “ come  in  to  the 
king’s  peace  ” ; if  they  fail  to  appear,  they  are  to  be  outlawed. 
fin,  finis  : fine. 
hie  : present  in  court. 

inquir’  : inquiratur,  inquiry  is  to  be  made. 
li.,  Ij.  : libra,  pound  ; or  libre,  pounds. 

lib’auit  put  etc.  : liberauit  prout  etc.,  he  has  handed  (them)  over  as  (he  is  ready 
to  prove). 

Ira  epi  : littera  episcopi,  the  bishop’s  letter  (claiming  a clerk). 
man’ , manuc’  : manucaptus,  (he  has  been)  mainprised. 
mar.  : marca,  mark  ; or  marce,  marks  ; C.  mar.,  100  marks. 
mar’ , marescallo  : (committed)  to  the  marshal. 
mid  : misericordia,  amercement. 
obierunt  : they  are  dead. 

pdon  : perdona,  pardon  ; or  perdonatus,  pardoned. 

pri’ , pris’ , p’son,  p’sone  : prisone,  (sent)  to  prison  ; in  pri’  : in  prisona,  in  prison. 
Q : quietus,  acquitted. 

s^  : suspensus,  hanged  ; or  suspendatur,  he  is  to  be  hanged. 
vacat  : (it  is)  cancelled. 

vacat  quia  alibi  : cancelled  because  (entered)  in  another  place. 
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INTRODUCTION 


To  the  constitutional  historian,  the  reign  of  Edward  II  derives  its  import- 
ance from  the  critical  stage  which  it  witnessed  in  the  medieval  conflict 
between  the  baronage  and  the  monarchy.  After  their  defeat  in  the  later 
years  of  Henry  III,  the  feudal  magnates  had  been  held  in  check  by  the 
strong  will  and  sagacious  policy  of  his  son,  but  the  folly  and  incompetence 
of  the  second  Edward  led  to  a revival  of  opposition  which  at  times 
threatened  to  subordinate  the  crown  to  the  will  of  a baronial  oligarchy. 
From  that  fate  the  monarchy  was  saved  by  the  lack  of  coherence  among 
its  opponents,  and  by  the  inherent  strength  of  a royal  administrative 
system  too  complicated  for  a divided  aristocracy  to  control. 

Before  Edward  of  Carnarvon  ascended  the  throne,  the  two  great 
organs  of  the  administration,  the  exchequer  and  the  chancery,  originally 
offices  of  the  royal  household,  had  in  effect  become  separate  departments 
of  state,  each  with  its  own  staff  of  officials.  Within  the  household  there 
remained  the  two  offices  known  as  the  chamber  and  the  wardrobe,  which 
were  concerned  with  the  domestic  business  of  the  court,  but  which  had 
frequently  been  employed. by  the  sovereign  as  instruments  of  national 
government,  performing  functions  identical  with  those  discharged  by  the 
chancery  and  the  exchequer.  The  wardrobe  especially  had  been  used 
by  Edward  I as  a supplementary  state  department.  Its  staff  of  skilled 
clerks  had  acquired  valuable  administrative  experience  in  dealing  with 
the  management  and  finance  of  the  household,  and  being  always  in  close 
contact  with  the  king,  accustomed  to  carry  out  his  wishes  in  personal 
matters  with  unquestioning  obedience,  it  proved  a more  ready  and 
pliable  agency  for  executing  the  royal  will  in  national  affairs  than  the 
separated  departments,  speedy  action  or  changes  through  which  were 
obstructed  by  formalism  and  tradition.  With  knights  of  the  household, 
the  principal  officers  of  the  wardrobe  formed  an  inner  ring  of  advisers  upon 
whom  Edward,  towards  the  end  of  his  reign,  chiefly  relied  in  carrying  on 
the  government. 

This  method  of  ruling  through  household  officials  was  continued  by 
his  son.  Edward  II  brought  into  his  court  the  staff  and  friends  who  had 
filled  his  establishment  when  he  was  prince  of  Wales.  Being  indolent, 
pleasure-loving,  and  averse  from  the  serious  business  of  politics,  he  left 
the  chief  direction  of  affairs  to  ambitious  favourites.  His  neglect  of  the 
barons,  who  regarded  themselves  as  the  natural  and  hereditary  counsellors 
of  the  crown,  produced  an  open  conflict  in  which  the  barons  strove  to 
restrict  the  wardrobe  to  its  former  function  of  ordering  the  domestic  side 
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of  the  court,  to  restore  the  chancery  and  the  exchequer  as  the  recognized 
organs  of  state  administration,  and  to  bring  those  departments  and  the 
household  under  their  own  control.  Part  of  their  failure  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  they  were  never  able  to  act  for  long  as  a united  party.  Most  of 
them  were  animated  by  selfish  considerations  ; as  a body  they  were  split 
by  faction  and  divided  as  to  the  method  by  which  and  the  extent  to  which 
the  power  of  the  crown  should  be  brought  under  restraint.  Though  on 
four  occasions  (in  1311,  1314,  1318,  and  1321)  they  acted  together  to  get 
rid  of  a favourite  or  to  win  concessions  from  the  king,  they  always  fell 
apart  again,  mainly  for  personal  reasons,  and  in  the  end  their  divisions 
made  it  possible  for  Edward  to  overcome  their  opposition  completely. 
But  even  had  they  succeeded  in  maintaining  a united  front,  it  is  doubtful 
whether  they  would  have  been  able  to  overthrow  the  household  system, 
for  they  failed  to  realize  to  the  full  the  resources  at  the  disposal  of  the 
court.  While  concentrating  on  supervising  the  personnel  and  restricting 
the  activities  of  the  wardrobe,  they  left  untouched  the  chamber,  which 
Edward  and  his  advisers  organized  to  circumvent  their  designs.  This 
branch  of  the  household  was  so  far  strengthened  by  the  time  of  the 
baronial  collapse  in  1322  that  it  remained  for  the  rest  of  the  reign  the 
chief  instrument  of  the  royal  will.^ 

To  the  student  of  Lancashire  history,  however,  the  interest  of  the 
struggle  lies  rather  in  the  part  played  in  it  by  Thomas  earl  of  Lancaster, 
and  its  repercussions  on  the  county  of  which  he  was  the  supreme  magnate. 
As  the  principal  leader  of  the  opposition,  Lancaster  contributed  in  no 
small  degree  both  to  the  failure  of  the  baronial  cause  and  to  his  own  ruin. 
Sullen,  envious,  factious,  and  quarrelsome,  he  lacked  aU  the  qualities 
necessary  to  inspire  confidence  in  his  followers  and  to  keep  them  together. 
Among  the  knights  of  his  own  household  were  some  who  from  the  first 
would  take  no  part  in  his  quarrel  and  many  who  afterwards  deserted  him. 
Aspiring  to  the  rôle  played  in  the  reign  of  Henry  III  by  Simon  de  Montfort, 
whose  estates  and  office  as  steward  of  England  he  inherited,  he  possessed 
none  of  the  idealism  or  the  patriotism  of  “ the  righteous  earl  ”.  Void 
of  statesmanship  and  without  any  plan  of  reform  beyond  that  of  sub- 
jecting the  king  and  his  ministers  to  the  control  of  a baronial  council  of 
which  he  himself  should  be  the  head,  he  proved  incapable  of  guiding  the 
country  when  circumstances  placed  power  in  his  hands.  His  position  as 
the  feudal  overlord  of  Lancashire  inevitably  involved  the  county  in  the 
troubles  of  the  reign.  His  chief  household  official  was  a Lancashire 
knight,  and  the  organizer  of  his  forces  in  the  earldom.  Many  of  the 
retainers  who  took  part  in  the  pursuit  and  execution  of  Gaveston,  who 
supported  the  earl  in  his  resistance  to  the  Despensers,  and  who  fought 

1 T.  F.  Tout,  The  Place  of  Edward  II  in  English  History  (2nd  edn.,  1936)  and 
Chapters  in  Medieval  Administrative  History  ; J.  C.  Davies,  The  Baronial  Opposition 
to  Edward  II. 
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with  him  in  his  last  stands  at  Burton  and  Boroughbridge,  were  his  Lan- 
cashire tenants.  But  neither  Thomas  nor  his  henchman  could  count  on 
the  unanimous  support  of  the  local  tenantry,  among  whom  disloyalty 
and  family  rivalries  reproduced  on  a smaller  scale  the  sort  of  discord 
which  vexed  the  country  as  a whole.  The  franchises  which  he  enjoyed  in 
the  shire  enabled  him  to  resist,  if  not  to  nullify,  the  king’s  authority  over 
it,  while  his  county  administrators  were  partial  and  corrupt.  Order 
could  not  be  maintained.  Turbulence  and  crime  grew  apace  ; and  when 
he  was  finally  overthrown,  the  earldom  was  plunged  into  a state  of  anarchy 
in  which  rival  groups  of  partisans  fought  against  one  another  and  preyed 
upon  the  common  people. 

In  the  general  disorder  the  estates  of  the  earl,  now  forfeit  to  the  crown 
by  his  treason,  became  the  object  of  wholesale  spoliation,  in  some  cases 
with  the  connivance  of  the  royal  keepers.  News  of  this  no  doubt  drew 
the  king’s  attention  to  the  local  situation,  and  led  to  a series  of  judicial 
inquiries  which,  widening  in  scope  as  the  gravity  of  the  emergency  was 
realised,  culminated  in  trials  before  the  court  of  King’s  Bench  at  Wigan. 
It  is  these  trials  which  are  recorded  in  the  plea  roll  officially  described  as 
Coram  Rege  Roll  No.  254.  As  they  were  concerned  with  the  state  of 
Lancashire  since  the  beginning  of  the  reign,  the  document  is  of  especial 
value  in  enabling  us  to  gauge  the  impact  of  the  wider  political  conflict  on 
the  fortunes  of  the  county,  the  weakness  of  the  local  administrative 
system,  and  the  extent  of  social  disorganization  which  national  events 
and  local  misgovernment  helped  to  produce.  Before  we  discuss  the 
evidence  on  these  points,  a review  of  the  course  of  the  feud  between 
Lancaster  and  the  king  may  assist  the  reader  to  appreciate  the  significance 
of  the  court’s  proceedings. 

Thomas  Earl  of  Lancaster 

Thomas  of  Lancaster  was  bom  in  1276  or  1277,  eldest  son  of  Edmund 
earl  of  Lancaster  and  Blanche  of  Artois,  who  by  a former  marriage  had 
been  queen  of  Navarre.  He  was  thus  a grandson  of  Henry  III,  nephew 
of  Edward  I,  and  first  cousin  of  the  prince  who  afterwards  became  Edward 
II.  On  the  death  of  his  father  he  succeeded  to  the  earldoms  of  Lancaster 
and  Leicester  ; and  having  also  inherited  the  Ferrers  estates  which  had 
been  granted  to  Edmund  after  Robert  de  Ferrers’  participation  in  the 
baronial  rising  against  Henry  III,  he  subsequently  added  to  his  titles  that 
of  “ earl  of  Ferrers  or  Derby  ”.  His  birth  and  territorial  interests,  there- 
fore, entitled  him  to  claim  an  important  place  in  the  councils  of  the  nation, 
and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  he  shared  the  resentment  felt  by  all  the 
leading  nobles  when  Edward  II,  immediately  after  his  accession,  recalled 
Piers  Gaveston  from  banishment,  bestowed  upon  him  the  royal  earldom 
of  Cornwall,  and  made  him  his  confidant  and  chief  adviser  ; yet,  in  the 
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movement  which  drove  the  favourite  a second  time  into  exile,  Lancaster 
does  not  appear  to  have  played  a prominent  part,  though  the  fact  that 
the  king  was  at  the  same  time  compelled  to  recognize  his  title  to  the 
hereditary  stewardship  of  England  ^ shows  that  the  earl  was  not  willing 
to  allow  his  own  claims  to  be  disregarded.  It  was  after  Gaveston’s 
reappearance,  in  July  1309,  that  he  became  definitely  a leader  of  the 
opposition. 

The  arrogance  and  contempt  with  which  the  favourite  had  formerly 
treated  the  barons  were  redoubled  now  that  he  had  been  restored  to 
power.  Scions  of  the  old  noble  families  found  themselves  supplanted  at 
court  by  his  friends.  Their  pride  was  wounded  by  the  derisive  nick- 
names he  bestowed  upon  them.  No  one  was  too  exalted  to  be  a butt 
for  his  ridicule  or  to  be  offended  in  other  ways.  Lancaster  himself  was 
called  “ the  old  hog  ” and  " the  play  actor  ”.  An  adherent  of  his  was 
dismissed  from  office  to  make  way  for  one  of  Gaveston’s  creatures.  ^ By 
such  insolence  and  presumption  Piers  brought  the  barons  again  into 
league  against  him.  In  February  1310  earl  Thomas,  with  Guy  of 
Beauchamp  earl  of  Warwick,  Humphrey  Bohun  earl  of  Hereford,  and 
Aymer  of  Valence  earl  of  Pembroke,  resolved  on  decisive  action.  They 
refused  to  meet  the  king  in  council  if  Gaveston  was  present,  and  when 
Gaveston  betook  himself  to  the  north  they  came  with  armed  retainers  in 
attendance.^  With  the  support  of  their  fellow  magnates  they  presented 
a manifesto  describing  the  dangerous  and  impoverished  condition  into 
which  the  country  had  been  brought  by  the  king’s  dependence  on  “ un- 
suitable and  evil  councillors  ”,  and  compelled  Edward  to  agree  to  the 
appointment  of  a committee  to  draw  up  ordinances  of  reform.  Lancaster 
was  one  of  the  twenty-one  Ordainers  then  elected. 

Edward  now  joined  Gaveston  on  the  Border  and  entered  on  his  first 
operations  against  Robert  Bruce  who,  since  the  death  of  Edward  I,  had 
made  great  progress  against  the  English  partisans  in  Scotland.  Though 
the  king’s  neglect  of  Scottish  affairs  had  been  one  of  the  principal  counts 
in  the  earls’  indictment  of  his  government,  this  campaign  did  nothing  to 
lessen  their  hostility.  When  Edward  called  out  the  feudal  levies,  Thomas 
and  his  associates  refused  to  accompany  him  in  person,  on  the  pretext 
that  it  behoved  them  to  remain  in  England  “ to  consult  the  interests  of 
the  realm  Not  long  afterwards,  Lancaster,  by  a display  of  perversity, 
subjected  the  king  to  a gratuitous  indignity.  Having,  through  the  death 

1 On  9 May  1308  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1307-13,  68  ; Davies,  Baronial  Opposition  to 
Edward  II,  20-1) . The  stewardship  was  an  appurtenance  of  the  earldom  of  Leicester, 
which  since  the  death  of  Simon  de  Montfort  had  been  held  by  the  earls  of  Lancaster. 
On  the  importance  of  the  office  and  the  rights  which  Thomas  of  Lancaster  claimed 
as  attached  to  it,  see  M.  V.  Clarke,  Medieval  Representation  and  Consent,  233  seqq. 
Cp.  below,  pp.  xxiii,  xxiv,  n.2,  xxvi  and  xxvii. 

2 Chron.  Edw.  I Edw.  II,  II,  161-2.  ^ In  INIarch. 

* De  commodo  regni  tractare  ; Chron.  Edw.  I 6-  Edw.  II,  I,  174. 
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of  Henry  de  Lacy  in  February  1311,  inherited  the  earldoms  of  Lincoln 
and  Salisbury  in  right  of  his  wife  Alice,  Lacy’s  only  surviving  daughter, 
he  rode  to  the  Border  with  a company  of  a hundred  armed  knights  to 
take  the  oaths  of  homage  and  fealty  necessary  before  he  could  enter  into 
possession.  When  Edward,  who  was  then  at  Berwick,  required  him  to 
perform  the  duty  there,  he  declined  on  the  ground  that  the  town  was 
outside  the  kingdom,  and  vowed  that  if  the  king  would  not  cross  the 
Tweed  he  would  enter  his  estates  by  force.  Edward  had  to  swallow  his 
indignation  and  proceed  to  Haggerston,  a few  miles  south  of  the  river. 
Lancaster  made  his  allegiance,  but  could  not  refrain  from  giving  further 
offence  by  deliberately  ignoring  Gaveston,  who  unwisely  attended  the 
ceremony. 

It  was,  consequently,  in  an  atmosphere  of  mutual  ill-feeling  that 
Edward,  his  position  weakened  by  the  failure  of  his  Scottish  campaign, 
had  to  meet  the  earl  and  his  fellow  Ordainers  in  August  1311.  At  a 
parliament  held  in  London  some  forty  Ordinances  were  presented  which, 
besides  providing  for  the  rectification  of  numerous  abuses,  demanded 
the  perpetual  banishment  of  Gaveston  with  the  forfeiture  of  all  his 
possessions,  and  the  appointment  of  the  principal  ministers  of  state  and 
the  household  by  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  barons.  Edward  pleaded 
hard  for  the  retention  of  his  “ brother  Piers  ”,  but  under  the  threat  of  a 
civil  war  had  to  submit  to  the  sacrifice  of  both  his  friend  and  his  control 
over  the  administration.  He  had,  however,  no  intention  of  keeping 
his  word.  Gaveston  indeed  departed  early  in  November,  but  other- 
wise few  changes  were  made  in  the  personnel  of  the  government  ; and 
when  Lancaster  and  Warwick  insisted  on  a more  drastic  purge,  Edward 
in  high  dudgeon  withdrew  into  Yorkshire,  taking  his  hated  advisers  with 
him.  There,  on  15  January,  he  proclaimed  that  Gaveston,  as  a good 
and  loyal  subject  banished  contrary  to  the  laws  and  customs  of  the  realm, 
had  been  recalled  by  his  command.  In  February  the  favourite  was 
restored  to  his  confiscated  estates.  ^ 

To  this  gesture  of  defiance  the  principal  Ordainers  were  prompt  to 
react.  Lancaster,  whose  recently  acquired  territories  made  him  by  far 
the  most  powerful  magnate  in  the  land,  took  the  lead.  He  met  Pembroke, 
Hereford,  Arundel,  and  Warwick,  in  St.  Paul’s  cathedral,  where  they 
demanded  that  Piers  should  at  once  withdraw  from  the  country,  and 
pledged  themselves  by  oath  to  pursue  him  to  the  death  if  he  refused.^ 
Though  the  earls  laid  their  plans  with  great  secrecy,  Edward  apparently 
expected  their  opposition  ; for  in  April  he  granted  Gaveston  the  custody 
of  Scarborough  castle  with  instructions  that  it  was  not  to  be  surrendered 
to  anyone  but  the  king,  and  not  to  any  person  whomsoever  if  the  king 

'^Foedera,  II,  153,  154;  Rot.  Pari.,  I,  281-6. 

2 About  the  same  time  Thomas  sent  a private  message  to  the  queen  that  he 
would  not  rest  until  he  had  rid  her  of  the  upstart’s  presence  {D.N.B.). 
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should  be  brought  there  as  a prisonerT  Apart  from  that,  however,  he 
made  no  counter-preparations,  and  on  Ascension  Day,  4 May,  while  at 
Newcastle,  he  was  surprised  by  the  news  that  Lancaster  was  descending 
upon  the  town  with  a large  force.  He  and  his  friend  escaped  to  Tyne- 
mouth only  just  in  time  to  avoid  capture.  On  the  next  day  they  sailed 
for  Scarborough.  From  there,  leaving  Gaveston  in  the  well  defended 
fortress,  Edward  retired  to  AXrk.  Then,  while  Lancaster  held  his  forces 
in  readiness  to  intercept  Gaveston  if  he  should  escape  and  attempt  to 
join  the  king,  Pembroke  and  Warenne  laid  siege  to  the  castle.  Within  a 
fortnight  lack  of  provisions  drove  the  favourite  to  make  terms.  He 
agreed  to  surrender  himself  on  condition  that  his  safety  should  be  assured 
and  that  Scarborough  should  be  held  by  his  followers  until  parliament 
met  on  i August  ; if  then  no  agreement  could  be  reached  as  to  his  fate, 
he  was  to  be  allowed  to  return  to  the  castle. 

Pembroke  intended  to  take  his  captive  to  his  own  castle  at  Walling- 
ford. On  the  way  thither  he  left  him  to  rest  a few  days  under  a small 
guard  at  the  house  of  the  rector  of  Deddington  in  Oxfordshire.  Taking 
advantage  of  Pembroke’s  absence,  earl  Guy  seized  the  prisoner  and  carried 
him  off  to  Warwick  castle.  The  earls  of  Lancaster,  Hereford,  and 
Arundel,  who  were  at  Kenilworth,  approved  this  treacherous  action,  and 
a few  days  later  themselves  received  Gaveston  from  Warwick’s  hands. 
After  consultation  they  decided  to  put  him  to  death  as  an  outlaw  having 
defied  the  Ordinances.  They  caused  him  to  be  led,  appealing  in  vain  for 
mercy,  to  Blacklow  Hill  which  lay  within  Lancaster’s  jurisdiction,  and 
witnessed  his  execution  by  two  Welshmen  of  Lancaster’s  retinue  (19  June 
1312). 

By  this  crime  earl  Thomas  and  his  partners  had  certainly  rid  the 
Ordainers  of  their  chief  enemy  ; but  they  had  inflicted  an  injury  upon 
the  king  which  he  never  forgave,  and  at  the  same  time  had  done  more 
harm  than  good  to  the  Ordainers’  cause.  Pembroke  felt  that  his  honour 
had  been  compromised  by  the  violation  of  his  pledge  that  Gaveston 
should  suffer  no  harm,  and  along  with  Warenne  and  other  moderates 
went  over  to  the  king.  Their  defection  ruined  any  immediate  prospect 
of  the  Ordinances  being  put  into  effect.  Edward,  for  his  part,  his  hatred 
for  Lancaster  intensified  by  the  murder  of  his  friend,  gladly  welcomed 
the  deserters  and  would  have  taken  up  arms  against  the  extremists,  but 
the  court  party  hesitated  to  run  the  risk  of  a war  with  an  opponent  who 
could  muster  a thousand  men  at  arms  from  his  five  earldoms  and  was 
supported  by  hundreds  more  under  Hereford,  Warwick,  and  Arundel. 
All  the  king  could  do  was  to  temporize  and  accept  the  mediation  offered 
by  the  earls  of  Gloucester  and  Richmond  and  supported  by  the  bishops. 
After  long  negotiations  a settlement  was  agreed  upon  in  December  1312. 

^ Cal.  Pat.  R.,  ijoy-ij,  454.  In  the  case  of  the  king’s  death,  Gaveston  was  to 
keep  the  castle  for  the  king’s  heirs. 
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The  barons  who  had  taken  part  in  the  pursuit  of  Gaveston  were  to  offer 
a humble  apology  in  Westminster  Hall,  and  in  return  the  king  was  to 
grant  an  amnesty  to  them  and  their  followers.  Mutual  distrust,  however, 
prevented  Edward  and  the  Lancastrian  party  meeting  in  Parliament  until 
the  following  September,  and  the  formal  reconciliation  was  not  effected 
until  14  October.  Two  days  later  pardons  were  issued  in  favour  of  the 
earl  and  more  than  four  hundred  of  his  adherents,  including  members 
of  many  Lancashire  families.^ 

In  the  agreement  of  1312  Edward  had  successfully  resisted  the  demand 
that  he  should  again  confirm  the  Ordinances,  thus  providing  his  opponent 
with  a future  ground  of  complaint.  It  is  probable  that  the  reconcilation 
was  not  sincerely  meant  by  either  side  ; in  any  case,  the  impending 
Scottish  crisis  was  to  reveal  its  hollowness.  Since  Edward's  return  to 
the  south,  Bruce  had  been  taking  full  advantage  of  the  unprotected 
state  of  the  Border.  In  August  1311  he  had  crossed  the  Solway 
and  ravaged  Gilsland  and  the  Tyne  valley.  Other  raids  followed  in 
September  and  the  two  succeeding  summers,  each  time  the  inhabitants 
of  the  northern  counties  being  forced  to  purchase  temporary  truces 
with  large  sums  of  money.  In  Scotland  the  fortresses  which  Edward 
had  left  strongly  garrisoned  were  systematically  isolated  and  attacked. 
Linlithgow  fell  in  1312,  and  Berwick  only  escaped  capture  through 
the  barking  of  a dog.  Perth  was  taken  and  destroyed  in  January 
1313,  after  a six  months’  siege.  Roxburgh  shared  the  same  fate  a year 
later,  and  finally,  after  Edinburgh  castle  had  succumbed  to  a night  attack, 
the  siege  of  Stirling  was  begun.  Faced  with  the  threatened  loss  of  the 
only  important  Scottish  stronghold  left  to  him,  Edward  bestirred  himself 
to  make  preparations  for  its  relief.  The  people  of  the  northern  counties 
were  clamouring  for  retaliation  for  the  repeated  devastation  of  their 
lands,  and  most  patriotic  subjects  were  ready  to  support  a campaign 
which  they  considered  had  been  too  long  delayed  ; but  when  the  military 
tenants  were  summoned  to  the  musters,  Lancaster,  Warenne,  Arundel, 
and  Warwick  again  refused  their  personal  attendance,  though  they  sent 
the  contingents  due  from  them.  Their  excuse  was  that  Edward  had  not 
kept  the  Ordinances  : he  had  not  dismissed  his  evil  councillors,  and  he 
was  embarking  on  a war  without  consulting  parliament.  Their  assistance 
probably  could  not  have  averted  the  disaster  which  subsequently  befell 
the  royal  army  at  Bannockburn,  but  it  is  not  fanciful  to  believe  that  they 
had  no  wish  to  see  the  king’s  hands  strengthened  by  victory.  Indeed, 

1 Cal.  Pat.  R.,  JJJ5-J7,  21  seqq.  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  66.  Most  of 
Lancaster’s  followers  pardoned  belonged  to  the  northern  counties.  Among  the 
Lancashire  men  were  Robert  and  William  de  Holland,  John  and  Michael  de  Harring- 
ton, William,  Edmund  and  Randolf  de  Dacre,  Robert  and  Nicholas  Leyburn,  Ralph 
de  Bicker staffe,  Robert  Banaster,  Gilbert  de  Singleton,  Henry  de  Lea,  William  de 
Bradshaw,  and  Roger  de  Pilkington, 
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Lancaster  himself  gave  out  that,  if  successful  in  Scotland,  Edward  would 
turn  his  arms  against  the  opposition  at  home  ; and  for  that  reason  he 
fortified  himself  at  Pontefract  with  the  large  forces  he  could  still  command 
from  his  vast  estates  A 

When,  therefore,  the  king  returned  from  Bannockburn,  his  army  ruined 
and  himself  discredited,  he  was  completely  at  Lancaster’s  mercy.  The 
earl  harped  on  the  non-fulfilment  of  the  Ordinances  as  the  reason  for  the 
disaster,  and  at  a parliament  held  at  York  in  September  compelled  him 
once  more  to  ratify  them  and  agree  to  the  dismissal  of  his  chief  ministers. 
The  offices  of  the  chancellor  and  the  treasurer  were  filled  with  the  earl’s 
nominees  and  nearly  all  the  sheriffs  were  replaced  by  new  men.^  Further 
changes  were  made  in  the  next  parliament  in  January.  Some  of  the 
king’s  closest  advisers  were  expelled  from  the  court,  among  them  being 
the  elder  Despenser  who  had  incurred  the  hatred  of  the  Ordainers  for  his 
support  of  Gaveston.  Lancaster  was  now  the  virtual  ruler  of  the  realm. 
His  pre-eminence  among  the  the  nobility  had  been  enhanced  by  the  death 
of  Gilbert  of  Gloucester  at  Bannockburn  and  was  further  strengthened 
by  that  of  Warwick  in  August  1315.  He  could  count  on  most  of  the 
northern  barons  as  his  adherents,  was  idolized  by  the  commons  and 
supported  by  the  Church.  His  control  over  the  administration,  attested 
by  the  frequency  with  which  the  king  consulted  him  upon  important 
matters  of  state, ^ was  only  confirmed  when  a servile  parliament,  in 
February  1316,  accorded  him  the  chief  place  in  the  council.  He  was, 
therefore,  in  a strong  position  for  reforming  the  government  and  for 
settling  the  dispute  with  Scotland.  The  difficulties  that  faced  him  were 
undoubtedly  great,  but  events  were  to  prove  that  he  was  as  incompetent 
as  the  monarch  whom  he  had  superseded. 

The  first  problem  that  called  for  attention  was  the  situation  created 
by  Bruce’s  victory.  Before  the  parliament  had  met  in  September  1314, 
the  Scottish  leader  had  renewed  his  incursions  across  the  Border.  He 
had  carried  the  war  as  far  as  Richmond,  but  the  earl  had  refrained  from 
counter-measures  on  the  pretext  that  it  was  unwise  to  retaliate  while  the 
Scots  still  held  the  captives  taken  at  Bannockburn.  Nevertheless,  after 
an  exchange  of  prisoners  had  been  effected,  he  remained  inactive  through- 
out the  winter  while  the  enemy  continued  to  raid  and  levy  blackmail. 
In  the  summer  of  1315  the  invaders  were  allowed  to  sack  Hartlepool, 
ravage  Cumberland,  and  lay  siege  to  Carlisle,  before  they  were  driven  back 
into  their  own  country. 

Meanwhile  the  Scottish  successes  encouraged  the  Irish  to  revolt 

1 D.N.B. 

“ The  exceptions  were  in  Cumberland  and  Durham  and  in  those  counties  where 
the  shrievalty  was  hereditary.  Lancaster  was  himself  the  hereditary  sheriff  of 
Lancashire,  appointing  a deputy  to  serve  the  office. 

2 Davies,  op.  cit.,  396. 
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against  their  English  lords  and  invite  Bruce  to  become  their  king.  While 
refusing  the  offer  for  himself,  Bruce  was  willing  to  support  an  expedition 
led  by  his  brother  in  order  to  add  to  the  embarrassments  of  the  English 
government.  Accordingly  Edward  Bruce  landed  with  six  thousand  men 
near  Carrickfergus  in  May  1315,  and  within  a few  months  he  and  his 
Celtic  allies  had  reduced  northern  Ireland  to  a state  of  anarchy  which 
lasted  for  more  than  three  years. ^ 

Apart  from  these  external  troubles,  economic  and  social  conditions 
at  home  called  for  prompt  and  wise  measures.  The  country  was  passing 
through  a period  of  acute  distress  caused  by  exceptional  climatic  con- 
ditions. The  years  1314-16  were  marked  by  persistent  rain  and  devastat- 
ing floods.  The  crops  were  destroyed  ; sheep  and  cattle  died  of  the 
plague.  It  is  recorded  that  in  1316  the  shortage  of  cereal  food  was  greater 
than  had  been  experienced  by  living  men  or  heard  of  for  a century.^  In 
Northumbria,  where  the  scarcity  was  accentuated  by  Scottish  plundering, 
the  people  were  driven  to  killing  dogs  and  horses  for  food.^  Everywhere, 
as  the  dearth  continued,  deaths  from  starvation  and  pestilence  multiplied. 
All  classes  suffered.^  Noblemen  were  compelled  to  dismiss  servants  and 
retainers  whom  they  could  no  longer  feed  ; and  the  disbanded  companies 
turned  to  pillage  for  a livelihood.  The  government  seemed  helpless  to 
meet  the  situation.  To  check  the  rise  in  prices,  parliament,  in  March 
1315,  issued  an  ordinance  fixing  the  maximum  figures  at  which  various 
kinds  of  food  could  be  sold  ; ^ its  effect  was  to  cause  dealers  to  withhold 
supplies  from  the  markets,  and  it  had  to  be  withdrawn  in  August.®  A 
further  ordinance  passed  in  the  same  month  to  restrict  the  number  of 
courses  to  be  served  at  the  barons’  tables  proved  equally  futile.’^  Want 
and  misery  continued  until  a more  bountiful  harvest  brought  relief  in 
the  autumn  of  1317. 

Whilst  the  country  was  thus  enduring  calamity  from  natural  causes, 

1 Edward  Bruce  was  actually  crowned  king  of  Ireland  in  the  following  year, 
but  the  chiefs  of  Connaught  and  Munster  refused  to  lend  him  their  support,  and 
though  Robert  Bruce  crossed  to  Ireland  for  a time  to  assist  him,  he  never  secured 
a strong  hold  over  the  country.  The  back  of  the  rebellion  was  broken  by  Roger 
Mortimer  of  Wigmore,  a Welsh  Marcher  lord,  who  was  sent  over  in  the  spring  of 
1317.  Edward  held  out  till  October  1318,  when  he  was  killed  in  a skirmish  at 
Dundalk. 

2 Flores  Hist.,  Ill,  160-1  ; Chron.  Edw.  I 6-  Edw.  II,  I,  278  ; II,  213-14.  In 

December  1315,  food  was  so  scarce  in  Lancashire  that  the  king’s  son  Edward,  earl 

of  Chester,  and  his  justice  of  Chester  were  ordered  to  permit  Lancashire  men  to  buy 
corn  and  other  victuals  in  Cheshire  to  take  into  their  own  county  [Cal.  Pat.  R., 
I3I3-T-7,  373). 

2 Chron.  Edw.  I 6-  Edw.  II,  I,  238  ; II,  219. 

^ When  the  king  visited  St.  Albans  in  1315,  sufficient  bread  could  not  be  obtained 
to  supply  the  royal  table  (Trokelowe,  92,  93). 

^ Rot.  Pari.,  I 295  ; Poedera,  II,  pt.  i,  263,  266. 

® Foedera,  II,  pt.  i,  286  ; Chron.  Edw.  I & Edw.  II,  I,  237. 

’ Foedera,  II,  pt.  i,  274  ; Trokelowe,  93. 
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it  was  harassed  by  private  feuds  waged  between  the  royal  partisans  and 
those  of  the  Ordainers.  In  the  valley  of  the  upper  Severn  John  Charlton, 
lord  of  Powys  and  an  adherent  of  the  king,  was  besieged  in  his  castle  at 
Welshpool  by  his  rival  Griffith  of  Welshpool,  who  espoused  the  cause  of 
the  opposition.  In  south  Wales  Llewelyn  Bren,  a former  principal  officer 
of  the  earl  of  Gloucester,  attacked  Caerphilly  castle  in  revenge  for  his 
deposition  by  Payne  of  Turberville,  whom  Edward  had  put  in  charge  of 
Gloucester’s  lordship  of  Glamorgan  ; and  though  he  was  not  able  to  take 
the  keep,  he  burnt  the  outer  ward  to  the  ground  and  carried  off  the  con- 
stable prisoner.  The  affair  threatened  to  develop  into  a national  rising 
against  the  Anglo-Norman  overlords,  who  were  forced  to  combine  in 
order  to  reduce  Bren  to  submission.^  North  of  the  Mersey,  long-standing 
animosities  amongst  the  tenants  of  the  earl  of  Lancaster  came  to  a head 
in  an  insurrection  which  was  one  of  the  principal  matters  of  inquiry  in 
the  trials  of  1323. ^ 

The  confusion  which  these  disturbances  in  so  many  parts  of  the  king- 
dom entailed  encouraged  Bruce  to  plan  yet  another  raid  into  England. 
In  June  1316,  while  the  distress  from  famine  was  at  its  height,  he  devas- 
tated the  country  east  of  the  Pennines  as  far  as  Richmond,  where  the 
nobles,  who  had  taken  refuge  in  the  castle,  compounded  with  him  to 
prevent  further  destruction.  Thereupon  he  struck  westwards  into 
Furness.  Besides  burning  farms  and  driving  away  cattle,  his  followers 
took  many  men  and  women  prisoners  and  carried  off  a large  quantity  of 
iron  implements  which  the  forges  of  that  district  provided.^  The  invasion 
was  a sharp  reminder  of  the  urgency  of  the  Scottish  problem,  but  the 
Scots  were  allowed  to  return  unhindered.  Though  Lancaster  had  sup- 
planted Pembroke  as  the  “ Captain  of  the  Forces  of  the  North  ” in  the 
previous  August,  he  took  no  steps  until  the  king  peremptorily  ordered 
him  to  appear  at  Newcastle  by  6 October.^  He  obeyed  the  summons,  but 
any  hope  of  concerted  action  was  rendered  vain  by  their  mutual  distrust. 
Lancaster  was  annoyed  to  find  that  many  of  the  ministers  displaced  by 
the  parliament  of  York  were  being  brought  back  to  the  household  and  to 
office  ; ^ while  his  own  inactivity,  combined  with  the  fact  that  his  lands 
had  been  spared  during  the  recent  spoliations,  caused  Edward  and  the 
court  to  suspect  that  he  and  Bruce  had  either  come  to  some  understanding 
or  were  each  hoping  for  the  support  of  the  other  against  the  king.  ® Conse- 
quently, when  at  last  the  earl  proposed  to  advance  against  the  Scots, 
Edward  refused  to  go  with  him  ; and  as  he  refused  to  trust  the  king  out 
of  his  sight,  he  abandoned  the  expedition  and  retired  to  his  castle  at 

1 Bren  surrendered  on  18  March  1316. 

2 A full  account  of  this  rebellion,  led  by  Sir  Adam  Banaster,  is  given  on  pp. 
xlii-xlvi. 

^ Chvon.  Lanevcost,  232-3.  ^ Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  i,  476. 

® Tout,  Edward  II,  95.  ® Chron.  Edw.  I cS-  Edw.  II.  II,  224-5. 

Flores.  Hist.,  Ill,  176-7  ; Chron.  Lanercost,  233. 
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Pontefract.^  After  this,  while  Edward  recalled  more  of  his  former 
advisers,  Thomas,  protesting  that  the  courtiers  were  plotting  against  his 
life,  sullenly  absented  himself  from  the  council,  thus  allowing  the  control 
of  the  administration  to  slip  entirely  from  his  grasp.  His  ineffectual 
leadership,  combined  with  his  spiteful  and  pugnacious  disposition,  helped 
to  bring  about  the  dissolution  of  the  baronial  league. 

There  had  long  been  territorial  rivalry  and  personal  enmity  between 
Lancaster  and  his  Yorkshire  neighbour  earl  Warenne,  and  when,  in  May 
1317,  Warenne  intermeddled  in  a domestic  rupture  between  Thomas  and 
his  wife,  the  former  attacked  his  rival’s  castles.  Disregarding  the  king’s 
order  to  desist  and  seek  his  remedy  in  the  courts,  he  carried  on  an  open 
war  for  more  than  a year.  Some  of  his  partisans  actually  took  possession 
of  the  royal  castle  of  Knaresborough,  while  he  himself  made  his  steward- 
ship of  England  the  pretext  for  obstructing  the  king’s  efforts  to  enforce 
the  peace.  When  Edward  ordered  his  forces  to  join  him  at  York,  Thomas 
blocked  their  passage  across  the  Aire,  asserting  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
safeguard  the  interests  of  the  realm,  and  that  if  the  king  wished  to  take 
up  arms  against  anyone  he  should  first  of  all  warn  the  steward.^  Mean- 
while, the  more  reasonable  barons  of  the  opposition  were  becoming 
increasingly  disgusted  to  find  that  Lancaster’s  ascendancy,  far  from 
leading  to  the  administrative  reforms  and  the  restoration  of  peace  on 
the  Scottish  border  which  they  had  hoped  for,  was  resulting  in  anarchy. 
Chief  among  these  was  the  earl  of  Pembroke,  who  had  additional  reasons 
for  complaint  in  that  Lancaster  had  approved  the  treachery  at  Deddington 
and  had  taken  from  him  the  command  of  the  army.  He  set  himself  to 
build  up  a middle  party  composed  of  the  more  moderate  elements  of  the 
nobility  and  important  officers  of  the  court,  with  the  object  of  securing 
the  observance  of  the  Ordinances  without  humiliating  the  king.  He 
found  willing  allies  in  Warenne  and  Lord  Badlesmere,  and  before  the 
end  of  1317  had  succeeded  in  detaching  from  Lancaster  the  earls  of 
Arundel  and  Hereford,  together  with  most  of  the  magnates  of  the  Welsh 
Marches. 

The  new  alignment  of  forces  was  not  unwelcome  to  Edward  who  saw 
in  it  a chance  of  getting  rid  of  his  hated  foe.  His  impatience,  however, 
nearly  wrecked  Pembroke’s  plan  ; for,  while  journeying  southwards  from 
York  at  the  beginning  of  October,  he  made  ready  to  attack  Lancaster  in 
Pontefract  castle,  and  was  only  deterred  from  doing  so  by  the  urgent 
expostulations  of  Pembroke,  who  realized  that  such  precipitate  action 
would  render  it  more  difficult  to  bring  about  the  constitutional  settlement 
which  he  desired,  and  to  which  earl  Thomas,  still  strong  by  reason  of  his 
personal  following,  would  have  to  be  a party.  This  danger  averted, 
Aymer  and  his  supporters  began  to  treat  with  Lancaster.  The  negotia- 
tions proved  long  and  difficult,  but  the  capture  of  Berwick  by  Bruce  in 

^ Flores  Hist.,  Ill,  177.  2 citron.  Edw.  I Edw.  II,  II,  230. 


xxiv  SOUTH  LANCASHIRE  IN  THE  REIGN  OF  EDWARD  H 


April  1318  greatly  strengthened  the  mediators’  hands,  and  in  the  end 
they  induced  Thomas  to  accept  terms.  By  what  is  known  as  the  Treaty 
of  Leake,  concluded  on  9 August,  it  was  agreed  that  the  Ordinances 
should  be  fully  maintained  ; that  an  executive  council  of  seventeen 
prelates  and  barons  should  be  set  up  to  control  the  government,  five  of 
the  number  to  be  always  in  attendance  on  the  king  ; and  that  Lancaster 
and  his  adherents  should  be  acquitted  of  all  offences  committed  by  them 
against  the  peace.  Accordingly,  on  14  August,  Thomas  was  again 
formally  reconciled  to  the  king,  and  in  October  the  agreement  was  ratified 
by  parliament.^  But  the  pacification  did  not  restore  to  the  earl  the 
predominating  position  which  he  had  lost.  He  was  not  made  a member 
of  the  council,  which  consisted  almost  to  a man  of  his  opponents,  and 
though  he  was  permitted  to  nominate  to  it  a baron  or  banneret  of  his 
household,  who  was  to  be  one  of  the  five  in  residence  at  court,  his  repre- 
sentative could  have  little  influence  on  such  a body.  In  effect  the  treaty 
set  the  seal  on  his  eclipse.  ^ 

After  the  completion  of  this  compact,  the  country  enjoyed  compara- 
tive immunity  from  factious  strife  for  a while  and  united  action  against 
the  Scots  was  made  possible.  Lancaster  joined  with  the  king  and  Pem- 
broke in  a grand  muster  at  Newcastle  in  July  1319,  and  a week  or  two 
later  both  army  and  fleet  moved  north  to  besiege  Berwick.  But  an  adroit 
move  by  the  enemy  caused  a rift  in  the  English  camp.  Bruce  staged  a 
diversion  by  sending  Sir  James  Douglas  into  Yorkshire.  A force  of 
priests  and  countrymen  under  archbishop  Melton,  hastily  raised  and  ill 
equipped,  was  easily  dispersed  at  Myton  in  Swaledale.  When  the  news 
of  the  defeat  reached  the  besiegers  at  Berwick,  Lancaster  and  the  northern 
earls  broke  up  the  camp  and  insisted  on  returning  to  England.  The 
latter  could  doubtless  plead  the  necessity  of  protecting  their  lands,  but 
Lancaster’s  defection  revived  the  old  suspicions  against  him.  It  was 
rumoured  that  he  had  been  bribed  by  the  gift  of  £4,000  from  the  Scottish 
leader — a charge  from  which  he  offered  to  purge  himself  by  ordeal.^  In 

^ Cal.  Pat.  R.,  I3iy-2i,  227-35.  Letters  of  pardon  were  issued  to  more  than 
six  hundred  of  Lancaster’s  adherents.  Among  his  Lancashire  tenants  were  Sir 
Robert  de  Holland  and  his  cousin  Richard,  Sir  Edmund  de  Nevill,  Thurstan  de 
Norley,  Roger  de  Pilkington,  Alan  de  Eccleston,  and  several  members  of  the  Radcliffe 
family. 

2 It  is  significant  of  Lancaster’s  loss  of  prestige  that  he  was  not  allowed  any 
voice  in  the  new  appointments  made  by  the  parliament  of  York  (Michaelmas  1318) 
which  ratified  the  treaty  of  Leake.  As  high  steward  he  claimed  the  right  to  nominate 
the  steward  of  the  household  as  his  deputy,  but  his  demand  was  shelved  by  an  order 
that  a search  with  respect  to  it  should  be  made  in  the  records  and  a report  made  in 
six  months’  time.  Lord  Badlesmere,  Pembroke’s  chief  associate  in  the  formation 
of  the  middle  party,  was  appointed  to  the  office,  thereby  earning  Lancaster’s  undying 
hatred.  The  earl  renewed  his  claim  in  the  following  parliament,  1319,  without 
receiving  any  greater  satisfaction  (Tout,  Edward  II,  1 14-15,  119-20). 

3 Chron.  Edw.  I (S'  Edw.  II,  II,  249. 
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the  sequel,  Pembroke  found  it  necessary  to  negotiate  a two  years’  truce, 
while  Lancaster  sulkily  withdrew  once  more  from  the  baronial  councils. 

Before  long,  however,  the  overweening  ambition  of  a new  royal 
favourite  produced  a situation  which  enabled  the  old  opposition  leader 
to  make  an  attempt  to  recover  his  lost  ascendancy.  Edward  had  never 
regarded  the  terms  imposed  upon  him  in  1318  as  a permanent  settlement. 
He  cherished  the  hope  of  forming  a court  party  by  means  of  which  he 
might  overthrow  his  new  masters  and  assert  his  independence.  In 
pursuing  this  aim  he  had  the  support  of  the  two  Hugh  Despensers.  The 
elder,  as  a friend  of  Gaveston  and  therefore  an  enemy  of  Lancaster,  had 
been  dismissed  from  the  council  in  1315,  but  had  now  for  some  time  been 
back  at  court.  His  son,  who  had  sided  with  the  barons  at  the  time  of 
the  Ordinances,  had  been  reconciled  to  Edward  and,  since  1318,  had  been 
the  king’s  chamberlain.  Though  he  held  that  position  with  the  assent, 
if  not  through  the  influence,  of  the  Pembrokian  party,  he  was  ready  to 
use  it  for  his  own  and  his  master’s  ends.  He  soon  filled  the  court,  the 
two  benches,  and  the  chief  offices  of  state,  with  his  nominees.  Upon  both 
the  Despensers  the  king  lavished  gifts  and  honours,  and  though  they  were 
not  upstarts,  like  Gaveston,  their  power  and  presumption  made  them  as 
objectionable  to  the  nobles  as  the  earlier  favourite  had  been.  The 
covetousness  of  the  son,  by  ranging  against  him  and  his  master  the  lords 
of  the  Welsh  Marches  and  breaking  up  the  Pembrokian  party,  gave 
Lancaster  his  chance. 

As  the  husband  of  the  eldest  of  the  three  co-heiresses  of  Gilbert  of 
Clare,  the  younger  Despenser  had  become  the  lord  of  Glamorgan  on  the 
partition  of  the  Gloucester  estates  in  1317.  By  the  systematic  invasion 
of  the  rights  of  his  brothers-in-law  and  other  Welsh  magnates,  he  pro- 
ceeded to  expand  his  share  of  the  inheritance  into  a powerful  principality. 
To  complete  his  design  he  needed  the  Gower  peninsula  which,  until  1320, 
was  held  by  a branch  of  the  Braose  family  ; and  when  in  that  year  John 
Mowbray,  the  husband  of  William  de  Braose’s  heiress,  took  possession  of 
Gower  in  accordance  with  a contract  made  with  his  father-in-law,^  Hugh 
secured  a mandate  for  the  confiscation  of  the  estate  on  the  ground  that 
Mowbray  had  entered  it  without  the  king’s  permission.  This  step 
aroused  the  indignation  of  the  Marcher  lords  as  a violation  of  the  custom 
of  the  March  which  they  affirmed  rendered  any  royal  licence  unnecessary. 
Most  of  them  banded  together  under  the  leadership  of  the  earl  of  Hereford 
and  prevented  the  execution  of  the  king’s  writ.  A futile  attempt  by 
Edward  to  intervene  left  the  favourite  at  their  mercy.  They  captured 
his  castles  and  occupied  his  lands. 

On  taking  up  arms  the  Marcher  lords  had  appealed  to  Lancaster  for 
support.  Though  he  secretly  encouraged  them,  Thomas  refrained  from 
taking  part  in  their  revolt.  When,  however,  their  success  seemed  assured, 

1 Tout,  Edward  II,  127. 
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he  was  emboldened  to  move  ; but,  instead  of  joining  in  open  hostilities,  he 
chose  to  act  through  councils  summoned  by  himself — a procedure  which 
he  may  have  conceived  it  to  be  his  right  to  adopt  by  virtue  of  his  office 
as  high  steward  A On  24  May  1321  he  held  a conference  of  his  northern 
adherents  in  Pontefract  priory,  where,  “ in  view  of  the  troubled  state 
of  the  country  ”,  he  entered  with  them  into  a league  of  mutual  defence, 
and  made  arrangements  for  a wider  assembly  to  be  held  on  28  June  at 
Sherburn  in  Elmet.  At  this  meeting  the  confederates  were  joined  by 
Hereford  and  other  western  magnates,  the  archbishop  of  York,  and  many 
of  the  northern  clergy.  It  was  decided  that  a programme  for  the  redress 
of  grievances  and  the  purging  of  the  court,  which  had  been  drawn  up  by 
Lancaster’s  orders,  should  be  presented  in  the  forthcoming  parliament 
which  Edward  had  summoned  to  meet  at  Westminster  on  15  July  ; and 
though  the  clergy  cautiously  refused  to  be  committed  to  a policy  which 
savoured  of  rebellion,  the  lay  magnates  bound  themselves  by  indenture 
to  drive  out  both  the  Despensers.  The  middle  party  was  thus  broken 
up  ; the  earl  once  more  had  the  majority  of  the  barons  behind  him.  Yet 
he  abstained  from  appearing  in  parliament  as  their  champion.  He  stayed 
in  the  north  while  the  Marcher  lords  proceeded  to  London,  ravaging  the 
Despenser  estates  on  their  way.  They  arrived  towards  the  end  of  July. 
When  they  put  forward  their  charges  against  the  favourites,  they  received 
unanimous  support.  Even  Warenne  sided  with  them,  and  Pembroke 
had  no  wish  to  defend  the  younger  Despenser  whose  ambitions  had 
threatened  his  interests  as  a Welsh  earl  and  wrecked  his  plans  for  con- 
structive reform.  Paced  by  the  threat  of  armed  resistance,  Edward  had 
to  agree  to  the  sentence  of  banishment  and  confiscation  which  the  peers 
pronounced.  2 

The  king  was  no  more  inclined  to  honour  his  pledge  on  this  occasion 
than  he  had  been  in  1308  and  1311.  It  was  only  a common  hatred  of  the 
Despensers  that  held  the  newly  forged  opposition  together,  and  circum- 
stances soon  arose  which  enabled  him  to  profit  by  the  deep-seated 
antagonisms  which  still  divided  his  victors,  and  not  only  to  bring  back 
his  friends,  but  also  to  rid  himself  of  his  principal  adversaries. 

Amongst  those  of  the  middle  party  who  had  thrown  in  their  lot  with 
the  Lancastrians  was  Lord  Badlesmere,  who,  after  participating  in  the 
overthrow  of  Gaveston,  had  allied  with  Pembroke  in  1317  and  been 
rewarded  by  his  appointment  as  steward  of  the  household  in  October 

^ Cp.  the  claim  which  he  made  in  1317,  as  steward  cujus  interest  utilitatibus  regni 
prospicere  ; above,  p.  xxiii. 

2 On  20  Aug.,  the  day  after  the  promulgation  of  this  sentence,  full  pardons 
were  issued  to  Lancaster  and  some  five  hundred  of  his  allies  for  their  action  in 
resisting  the  king  and  the  Despensers.  Again  many  Lancashire  followers  figure  in 
the  list,  including  Richard  de  Holland,  Robert  de  Parr,  William  de  Fernleys,  Richard 
de  Lowton,  Henry  de  Eccleston  ; [Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1 321-4,  15  seqq.). 
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of  the  following  year  A He  had  thus  given  Lancaster  a double  reason  for 
resentment,  for  besides  deserting  him  he  had  flouted  the  earl's  claim  as 
hereditary  steward  to  appoint  his  deputy  in  the  household  A His  recent 
association  with  the  Lancastrian  party  had  not  been  accompanied  by  any 
real  reconciliation,  and  the  earl’s  rancour  was  made  manifest  when  an 
act  of  discourtesy  by  Lady  Badlesmere  to  the  queen  brought  the  king  and 
the  baron  into  open  conflict.  While  journeying  to  Canterbury  in  October 
1321,  queen  Isabella  sought  hospitality  at  Leeds  castle,  a royal  fortress 
of  which  Badlesmere  was  constable.  The  baron  himself  not  being  in 
residence  at  the  time,  his  wife  refused  the  request,  alleging  that  she  could 
not  admit  any  one  without  her  lord’s  orders.  Edward,  who  had  never 
forgiven  Badlesmere’s  enmity  towards  Gaveston  and  had  been  further 
angered  by  his  last  change  of  front,  called  on  his  subjects  to  avenge  the 
insult.  Six  earls,  including  Pembroke,  Warenne,  and  Arundel,  joined 
the  levies  and  the  castle  was  closely  invested.  Badlesmere  naturally 
turned  to  the  coalition  for  help.  The  Marcher  lords  advanced  to 
Kingston-on-Thames,  only  to  learn  that  the  castle  had  fallen  and  Lady 
Badlesmere  was  a prisoner.  Feeling  too  weak  to  engage  the  king  without 
the  aid  of  their  northern  allies,  they  withdrew  to  their  own  domains. 

Meanwhile  Lancaster’s  only  response  to  Badlesmere’s  appeal  was  to 
call  another  of  his  counter-parliaments  for  29  November  at  Doncaster. 
Edward  forbade  the  meeting,  reminding  the  earl  that  assemblies  sum- 
moned without  royal  authority  to  treat  of  matters  touching  the  king 
and  his  realm  had  been  prohibited  “ by  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
prelates,  magnates,  and  nobles  ” ; ^ but,  though  there  is  no  positive 
evidence  that  Thomas  and  his  confederates  actually  met  at  Doncaster, 
it  is  unlikely  that  they  paid  any  heed  to  the  ban  ; and  there  is  reason 
to  believe  that  a petition  purporting  to  come  from  “ the  good  people, 
lieges,  and  peers  of  the  land  ”,  and  directed  against  “ evil  councillors  ” 
and  other  grievances  said  to  be  ” to  the  prejudice  of  the  realm  and  the 
crown  ”,  was  the  outcome  of  their  conventicle.  In  any  case,  Lancaster’s 
pretension  in  summoning  ” parliaments  ” on  his  own  initiative  could 
only  be  regarded  by  the  monarch  as  a violation  of  his  prerogative  and  a 
policy  of  open  defiance.^  It  gave  Edward  ample  justification  for  the 

^ See  above,  p.  xxiv,  n.  2.  He  was  also  made  constable  of  Dover  and  warden  of  the 
Cinque  ports  two  years  later,  but  it  has  been  suggested  that  these  appointments 
may  have  been  a compensation  for  handing  over  to  the  younger  Despenser  the  con- 
stableship  of  Bristol  which  he  had  held  since  1308  (Tout,  Edward  II,  131  n.). 

2 See  above,  p.  xxiv,  n.  2. 

® Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  505-6.  Writs  of  prohibition  were  addressed  to  the  earl 
of  Hereford  and  106  others  as  well  as  to  Lancaster.  Cp.  similar  writs  sent  to  twenty- 
nine  magnates  on  30  Jan.  1321  {ibid.,  355-6). 

^ For  discussion  of  the  constitutional  significance  of  Lancaster’s  northern  “ par- 
liaments ” see  M.  V.  Clarke,  Medieval  Representation  and  Consent,  161  seqq.,  and 
G.  L.  Haskins,  “ The  Doncaster  Petition,  1321  ”,  in  English  Historical  Review,  LHI, 
478-9. 
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swift  and  vigorous  measures  which  he  forthwith  adopted  to  defend  his 
dignity  and  crush  the  Lancastrian  opposition. 

Taking  advantage  of  the  earl’s  absence  in  the  north,  he  mustered  at 
Cirencester  for  an  advance  against  his  western  opponents.  In  January 
1322  he  crossed  the  Severn  at  Shrewsbury.  The  Mortimers,  uncertain 
of  Lancaster’s  intentions,  submitted  without  fighting,  and  as  the  king 
made  his  way  through  the  middle  and  southern  Marches,  most  of  the 
Welsh  leaders  followed  their  example.  Hereford  and  Mowbray  alone 
escaped  with  their  retainers  to  join  the  northern  barons  at  Pontefract. 
By  7 February  Edward  had  swung  round  to  Gloucester,  where  he  formally 
extended  his  peace  to  the  Despensers  who  had  already  been  recalled. 
At  the  end  of  the  month  he  was  assembling  levies  at  Coventry,  proclaim- 
ing that  he  was  about  to  march  to  the  north  where  “ certain  magnates 
of  the  realm  ” had  leagued  themselves  with  the  earl  of  Lancaster,  and 
were  waiting  for  the  arrival  of  the  Scots  with  whom  they  were 
confederated.^ 

News  brought  by  Hereford  of  the  king’s  success  had  at  last  awakened 
earl  Thomas  to  the  necessity  of  action,  but  by  mistaken  strategy  he 
engaged  in  a siege  of  the  royal  castle  of  Tickhill  instead  of  attacking  the 
king’s  army  before  it  had  been  completely  assembled.  After  wasting 
three  weeks  without  taking  the  castle,  he  moved  south  and  occupied 
the  bridge  at  Burton-on-Trent  with  the  object  of  checking  the  king’s 
advance.  Though  held  up  for  three  days  (8-10  March),  Edward  even- 
tually frustrated  this  manoeuvre  by  securing  a ford  higher  up  the  river. 
Lancaster’s  followers  were  now  threatened  with  encirclement.  They 
were  seized  with  panic  and,  having  set  fire  to  the  town,  withdrew.  Some 
deserted  ; others  plundered  the  countryside  as  they  retreated  with  their 
leader  to  Tutbury  and  thence  to  Pontefract.  Here  the  earl  would  have 
made  a stand,  but  Hereford  and  Robert  de  Clifford  insisted  on  retiring 
towards  the  Border,  probably  in  the  hope  of  receiving  help  from  the 
Scots.  When,  however,  they  reached  Boroughbridge  on  16  March,  they 
found  their  way  barred  by  Sir  Andrew  de  Harclay  who,  with  a consider- 
able force  from  Westmorland  and  Cumberland,  had  taken  possession  of 
the  ford  and  narrow  wooden  bridge  which  provided  the  only  passages 
across  the  Ure.  An  attempt  to  force  these  crossings,  in  which  Hereford 
was  slain  and  Clifford  severely  wounded,  failed  completely.  With 
characteristic  lack  of  resolution,  Lancaster  asked  for  a truce  till  the 
following  morning.  It  was  granted,  but  availed  him  nothing.  During 

1 Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  525.  As  evidence  of  the  conspiracy  with  the  Scots, 
Edward  circulated  to  all  the  sheriffs  copies  of  “ certain  letters  ” said  to  “ have  been 
found  in  the  north  ” and  to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  archbishop  of  York.  The 
sheriffs  were  ordered  to  cause  the  transcripts  to  be  read  and  published.  For  other 
evidence  of  Lancaster’s  treasonable  dealings  with  the  Scots  about  this  time,  see 
J.  H.  Ramsay,  Genesis  of  Lancaster,  I,  124. 
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the  night  his  ranks  were  seriously  depleted  by  further  desertions,  and  his 
chance  of  escape  was  cut  off  by  the  arrival  of  Yorkshire  levies  brought 
by  the  sheriff.  He  therefore,  with  Clifford,  Mowbray,  and  such  other 
leaders  as  remained  with  him,  surrendered  to  Harclay,  who  took  the 
prisoners  to  York. 

The  king  now  wreaked  the  vengeance  for  which  he  had  long  been 
waiting.  He  ordered  his  enemy  to  be  brought  to  him  at  Pontefract,  and 
on  the  2ist  put  him  to  instant  trial  in  the  hall  of  his  own  castle.  One 
of  the  judges  was  the  elder  Hugh  Despenser.  The  charges  brought  against 
the  earl  ranged  from  the  attack  on  the  king  and  Gaveston  in  1312  (for 
which  he  had  been  pardoned)  down  to  his  final  rebellion.  He  was  con- 
demned to  death  without  being  permitted  to  defend  himself.  The  next 
morning,  on  “ a lene  white  Jade  with  owt  Bridil  ”,  his  head  covered  with 
” a pillid  broken  Hatte  or  Hoode  ”,  he  was  led  to  a hill  outside  the  town 
and  beheaded  amidst  the  jeers  of  the  spectators. ^ 


Sir  Robert  de  Holland 

It  is  stated  that  with  the  earl  of  Lancaster  and  the  other  barons 
more  than  a hundred  knights  were  taken  captive  at  Boroughbridge. 
Some  abandoned  their  horses  and  attempted  to  get  away  disguised 
as  beggars,  but  not  a single  person  of  note  escaped. ^ Amongst  the 
prisoners  were  a number  of  Lancashire  knights  and  squires,^  includ- 
ing Sir  Robert  de  Dalton,^  Sir  Roger  de  Pilkington,^  Richard  le 

1 Leland,  Collectanea,  II,  465.  2 Chron.  Edw.  I Edw.  II,  II,  269-70. 

3 Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  200-1. 

^ Sir  Robert  de  Dalton  was  a tenant  of  Sir  Robert  de  Holland  in  Dalton  and 
Halewood,  and  in  1324,  if  not  earlier,  was  lord  of  the  manor  of  Bispham  in  Leyland. 
He  was  one  of  Holland’s  supporters  concerned  in  the  execution  of  Adam  Banaster 
and  Henry  de  Lea  after  the  Banaster  revolt  (see  below,  p.  xlvii).  His  presence  with 
Lancaster  at  Boroughbridge  is  hardly  reconcilable  with  the  statement  of  a jury  in 
the  trials  of  1323  {Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  19)  that  he  accompanied  Richard  del 
Doustes  to  Runcorn  in  the  attempt  to  intercept  Oliver  de  Ingham  who  was  sent  to 
pursue  the  fugitives  fleeing  from  Burton  Bridge  into  Lancashire.  After  his  capture 
he  was  kept  a prisoner  in  Pontefract  castle  until  12  Aug.  1323,  being  restored  to  his 
estates  on  the  17th  on  making  fine  in  100  marks  and  finding  three  sureties  in  ;^ioo 
each  for  his  good  behaviour  [Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-y,  12  ; Cal.  F.R.,  I3ig-2y,  233,  234). 
On  7 April  1326  he  was  appointed  “ keeper  of  the  king’s  chases  of  Blackburnshire 
and  of  the  forest  between  the  Mersey  and  the  Lune  ” {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1324-y,  256  ; 
Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-y,  604  ; Lancs.  Inqs.,  Ill,  28,  29),  and  on  3 Feb.  1329  was  com- 
missioned to  arrest  Sir  William  de  Bradshaw  for  contravening  the  Statute  of 
Northampton  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  i32y-3o,  422). 

5 Sir  Roger  de  Pilkington  held  the  manor  of  Pilkington  as  a military  tenant  of 
the  barony  of  Manchester  and  the  manor  of  Cheetham  by  knight  service  of  the 
earldom.  He  had  served  the  king  in  Gascony  in  1290  and  1296  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1281-Ç2, 
352  ; I2g2-i30i,  177),  and  in  his  native  county  as  a commissioner  of  array  in  1315 
and  1316  {ibid.,  1313-iy,  351,  460).  He  and  his  brother  Sir  John  represented 
Lancashire  in  the  parliament  at  Lincoln  in  1316.  As  a supporter  of  earl  Thomas 
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Waleys/  and  Nicholas  de  Longford.-  According  to  the  authors  of  the 
chronicle  of  Lanercost,  Lancaster’s  principal  retainer  in  the  county. 
Sir  Robert  de  Holland,  was  also  captured  at  this  time,^  but  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  he  surrendered  before  the  battle,^  as  most  of  the  other 
chroniclers  suggest.  Knighton,^  Malmesbury,®  and  Packington  " all 
denounce  him  as  a traitor,  who,  having  command  of  several  hundred 
tenants  from  beyond  the  Mersey,  brought  them  at  a critical  moment, 
not  to  the  earl,  but  to  the  king.  Contemporary  legal  evidence,  which 
will  be  adduced  presently,  confirms  the  charge. 

Packington  accuses  him  of  ingratitude  as  well  as  treachery  in  that  he 
had  deceived  the  lord  who  had  taken  him  out  of  his  buttery  and  preferred 
him  to  a yearly  living  of  two  thousand  marks.  Holland’s  origin  was 
not  so  humble  as  that  statement  implies,  since  as  the  great-grandson  of  the 
first  Robert,  who  was  the  ancestor  of  the  Hollands  of  Upholland,  of  Euxton 
and  of  Sutton,®  he  was  the  head  of  a large  and  powerful  Lancashire  family, 
and  had  inherited  the  manors  of  Upholland  and  Hale,  half  the  manor  of 
Samlesbury,  with  other  lands  in  the  hundred  of  West  Derby.  But  the 

against  Gaveston  and  the  Despensers  he  was  pardoned  by  the  king  in  1313  and  1318 
[ibid.,  1313-iy,  22  ; I3iy-2i,  230).  After  the  battle  of  Boroughbridge  he  was 
imprisoned  in  Tickhill  castle  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  i32y-30,  21),  being  afterwards  released 
on  making  fine  in  £200  {Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  204).  He  apparently  died  in 
the  same  year,  for  on  13  Nov.  an  order  was  made  for  the  payment  of  the  issues  from 
his  estates  to  his  widow  Margery,  who  recovered  full  possession  of  his  lands  on 
9 May  1323  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  610,  648-9). 

1 Richard  le  Waleys  was  lord  of  the  manor  of  Uplitherland,  having  succeeded 
his  father  John  as  tenant  in  thegnage  of  the  earl  of  Lancaster  before  1303.  He  held 
also  half  the  adjoining  manor  of  Aughton  and  a fourth  part  of  Dalton  in  West  Derby 
{Lancs.  Fines,  II,  46).  In  1313  he  had  been  pardoned  for  supporting  the  earl  in  the 
capture  and  execution  of  Gaveston  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  21).  At  the  time  of  the 
Banaster  insurrection  he  was  one  of  the  leaders  of  a force  sent  to  aid  the  sheriff 
against  the  rebels  and  was  taken  prisoner  by  them  (Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  12, 
where  he  is  described  as  a knight),  but  probably  recovered  his  freedom  on  the  sup- 
pression of  the  revolt.  After  his  capture  at  Boroughbridge  he  was  liberated  on 
II  July  on  finding  sureties  for  a fine  of  2,000  marks  {Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii, 
202;  Cal.  F.R.,  i3ig-2y,  152-3).  In  Nov.  1323  he  was  appointed  a sub-keeper 
of  the  peace  for  the  Hundred  of  West  Derby  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  382).  He  died  in 
or  before  1329  {V.  C.  H.  Lancs.,  Ill,  242). 

2 Nicholas  de  Longford  held  the  manor  of  Withington  by  knight  service  of  the 
lord  of  Manchester.  He  was  liberated  in  July  on  undertaking  to  pay  200  marks  for 
his  life  and  lands  {Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  204  ; Cal.  F.R.,  I3ig-2y,  156),  and  his 
lands  were  restored  to  him  in  Oct.  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  601).  On  2 Nov.  1323  he 
was  appointed  one  of  the  subkeepers  of  the  peace  in  Salford  hundred.  {Cal.  Pat. 
R.,  1 32 1-4,  382  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  238). 

3 Chron.  Lanercost,  245. 

^ Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  201. 

^ Chronicle,  424. 

6 Chron.  Edw.  I & II,  II,  267. 

’ Leland,  Collectanea,  II,  463. 

® See  the  pedigree  table  in  B.  Holland,  The  Laricashire  Hollands,  xvi. 
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earl  had  made  him  his  chief  household  official  ^ and  enhanced  his  im- 
portance in  the  county  by  giving  him  the  lordship  of  Walton  with  the 
homage  and  service  of  William  de  Walton  the  hereditary  bailiff  of  West 
Derby, ^ and  the  manor  of  Kellet  with  the  serjeanties  of  Lonsdale  and 
Salford.^  He  had  also  bestowed  upon  Holland  manors  in  Cheshire, 
Staffordshire,  and  elsewhere  ^ and  had  used  his  influence  to  obtain  for 
him  a wealthy  bride  who  brought  him  valuable  property  in  Northamp- 
tonshire, Oxfordshire,  and  other  counties.^  In  addition,  Lancaster’s 
position  at  court  had  helped  his  favourite  to  secure  many  privileges  and 
had  doubtless  been  instrumental  in  procuring  for  him  various  official 
appointments.  Under  Edward  I he  had  been  twice  nominated  to  raise 
and  lead  the  Lancashire  levies  for  the  Scottish  wars,®  and  twice  to  serve 
as  conservator  of  the  peace  in  his  native  county."^  On  many  occasions 
he  had  acted  as  justice  of  gaol  delivery  or  of  oyer  and  terminer,® 
and  since  the  accession  of  Edward  II  had  three  times  filled  the  office 
of  justice  of  Chester.^  In  September  1314,  after  Edward’s  defeat  at 
Bannockburn,  he  had  been  summoned  to  the  parliament  at  York  as  a 
baron. 

It  was  to  be  expected,  therefore,  that  Holland  would  be  one  of  the 
earl’s  most  loyal  upholders,  and  indeed  he  seems  to  have  acted  consis- 
tently in  his  master’s  cause  until  the  crisis  of  March  1322.  He  took  part 
in  the  destruction  of  Gaveston  and  in  the  feud  against  earl  Warenne.^^ 
At  the  Sherburn  assembly  he  was  a party  to  the  indenture  by  which  the 
northern  barons  pledged  themselves  to  drive  out  the  Despensers.^^ 
is  not  known  whether  he  attended  the  Doncaster  “ parliament  ” of  Novem- 
ber 1321,  but  in  the  final  phase  of  the  earl’s  opposition  he  was  active  in 
enlisting  the  aid  of  his  own  and  his  lord’s  tenants,  in  spite  of  a royal 
injunction  not  to  associate  with  the  contrariants.  It  was  attested  during 
the  trials  at  Wigan  in  1323  that  within  a fortnight  after  the  date  of  the 
Doncaster  meeting  his  steward,  Richard  de  Holland  of  Sutton,  “ with 
his  backing  ” (per  adossamenUim  Roberti  de  Holand)  was  organizing  a 
sworn  confederacy  of  about  thirty  of  his  partisans  at  Garswood  near 

1 According  to  the  monk  of  Malmesbury,  Sir  Robert  was  the  earl’s  receiver  {Chron. 
Edw.  I Edw.  II,  II,  267), 

2 V.C.H.  Lancs.,  Ill,  25.  ^ De  Banco  R.  452,  m.  203. 

^ B.  Holland,  op.  cit.,  6.  ® Ibid.,  5. 

® In  1300-1.  Cal.  Pat.  R.,  I2g2-i30i,  512,  519. 

In  1287  and  1300.  Ibid.,  I28i-g2,  265  ; I2g2-i30i,  515-16. 

® Ibid.,  I2g2-i30i,  109,  158  ; 1301-y,  191-2  ; i3oy-i3,  172  ; Cal.  Cl.  R.,  i288-g6, 
394- 

® In  1307-9,  1311-12,  and  1319-22.  Tout,  Edward  II,  337. 

Pari.  Writs,  I,  127. 

Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  66,  126  ; Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  21  ; ibid.,  I3iy-2i, 

227. 

Chron.  Edw.  I Edw.  II,  II,  introd.,  xxxviii. 

Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  169  ; Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  505-6. 
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Ashton  in  MakerfieldA  It  was  also  testified  that  in  the  following  Lent 
the  same  Richard,  with  his  confederate  Thurstan  de  Norley,  at  Robert’s 
request,  assembled  at  Rochdale  an  armed  force  said  to  number  five 
hundred  men  and  sent  it  to  Ashbourne  in  aid  of  the  earl  against  the 
king  ; “ and  that  Sir  Robert  himself  met  a large  company  of  Lancashire 
men,  among  whom  were  about  a dozen  of  the  parties  to  the  Garswood 
oath,  at  Ravensdale  not  more  than  six  miles  from  Ashbourne.^ 

The  date  of  this  meeting  is  not  recorded,  but  it  was  probably  at  the 
time  when  Lancaster  was  moving  towards  or  occupying  Burton.  To 
those  days  belongs  another  piece  of  evidence  which  seems  to  show  that 
Holland  was  still  prepared  to  stand  by  his  patron.  In  the  army  mustered 
at  Coventry  was  a contingent  from  Cheshire  led  by  Oliver  de  Ingham, 
the  custodian  of  the  honour  and  castle  of  Ellesmere  and  recently  appointed 
keeper  of  the  county  of  Chester.^  On  the  day  of  the  muster  Ingham  was 
given  authority  to  raise  all  the  horse  and  foot  of  Lancashire  in  the  event 
of  a rising  there  by  Lancaster’s  adherents,^  and  on  3 March  was  appointed 
to  take  into  the  king’s  hands  all  the  castles,  lands  and  goods  which  Thomas 
had  in  that  county.®  Sir  Robert  must  have  had  some  intimation  of  these 
measures  ; for,  according  to  a presentment  by  a West  Derby  jury,  he 
sent  his  chamberlain,  Richard  del  Doustes,  into  Lancashire,  to  marshal 
all  the  strength  he  could  in  order  to  intercept  Oliver  who  was  said  to  be 
on  his  way  to  Warrington  “ for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  allegiance  of 
the  community  of  the  county  for  the  king’s  service  ”.  Doustes  is  said 
to  have  arrived  at  Liverpool  on  8 March. 

1 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  20  (60).  2 m.  igd.  (59d.). 

2 Ibid.,  mm.  21,  2id.  (61,  6id.).  Nearly  80  Lancashire  men  were  reported  by  a 
jury  of  West  Derby  and  Salford  to  have  been  present  with  Holland  in  Ravensdale 
park,  which  was  in  Dufheld  Frith,  part  of  Lancaster’s  honour  of  Tutbury. 

* Oliver  de  Ingham  had  been  appointed  keeper  of  the  honour  and  castle  of  Elles- 
mere on  19  June  1321  {Cal.  F.  R.,  i3ig-2y,  61-2),  and  had  been  associated  with  the 
king’s  party  in  the  measures  taken  against  Badlesmere  and  the  western  lords.  He 
was  now  being  entrusted  with  important  commissions  in  support  of  the  king’s  attack 
on  Lancaster  and  the  northern  barons.  On  14  Feb.  1322  he  was  ordered  to  raise 
100  foot  soldiers  from  the  lordship  of  Ellesmere  for  the  Coventry  muster  {Pari. 
Writs,  H,  Div.  2,  pt.  i,  549,  551),  and  on  the  9th  was  made  keeper  of  the  county  of 
Chester  with  power  to  imprison  all  contrariants  found  there  and  seize  their  lands 
{Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  72).  This  latter  appointment  gave  him  the  custody  of  the 
castles  of  Chester,  Beeston,  Rhuddlan,  and  Flint,  which  was  usually  assigned  to  the 
justices  of  Chester.  It  is  possible  that  he  superseded  Sir  Robert  de  Holland  at  the 
same  time,  since  the  last  recorded  occasion  on  which  Holland  was  acting  in  that 
capacity  was  26  January,  and  Ingham  is  known  to  have  taken  his  place  before  the 
end  of  March  (Tout,  Edward  II,  337).  Ingham  was  directed  to  sequestrate  Holland’s 
lands  in  the  county  on  12  March  {Cal.  F.  R.,  I3ig-2y,  109). 

^ Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  69  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  i,  547. 

® Cal.  F.R.,  i3ig-2y,  102. 

’ Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m,  19  (59).  The  jurors  alleged  that  Doustes  brought  a 
“ letter  of  credence  ” addressed  to  certain  leaders  including  Sir  Richard  de  Holland, 
John  de  Holland,  and  Sir  Robert  de  Dalton,  and  to  all  owing  obedience  to  his  master. 
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up  to  this  point  it  is  clear  that,  outwardly  at  least,  Holland  kept 
faith  with  his  patron.  While  Thomas  was  engaged  at  Burton,  however, 
he  held  aloof.  Malmesbury  states  that  the  earl  had  fixed  a day  on  which 
Sir  Robert  was  to  join  him,  and  that  Robert  did  not  keep  the  appoint- 
ment." The  juries  of  two  Staffordshire  hundreds  at  the  assizes  held  at 
Tutbury  in  December  1323,  asserted  that  on  the  date  of  the  battle  Holland 
was  at  Dalbury,  six  miles  north  of  Burton,  whence  he  sent  the  earl  three 
letters  in  duplicate  ; though  they  did  not  know  the  tenor  of  these  missives, 
they  believed  that  they  were  the  cause  of  the  earl’s  withdrawal  (quod 
causa  fuit  detrahendi  dominum  suum  pr edictum).'^  The  question  arises, 
why  did  Holland  fail  to  bring  his  men  to  Lancaster’s  assistance  ? The 
most  probable  reason  appears  to  be  that,  having  heard  reports  of  the 
strength  of  the  royal  host,  he  determined  to  await  the  issue  of  its  en- 
counter with  the  baronial  forces.  On  4 March  an  urgent  message  had 
ordered  him  to  take  to  the  king  with  the  utmost  speed  all  the  power  which 
he  could  command.^  If  he  remained  inactive  and  Thomas  should  be 
defeated,  it  would  be  possible  for  him  to  pose  as  a loyal  subject.  What- 
ever may  be  the  explanation  of  his  inaction,  the  result  of  the  engagement 
at  Burton  decided  his  next  step.  Apparently  he  turned  against  his 
former  allies.  The  Staffordshire  juries  above  cited  further  declared  that 
while  the  earl  was  fleeing,  Robert  and  his  men  pillaged  Lancaster’s  wife, 
the  countess  of  Lincoln,  and  some  of  his  adherents,  at  Windley  in  Duffield 
Frith. ^ He  then  brought  his  company  to  the  king,^  who  had  reached 
Derby  on  the  13th.  His  disavowal  of  the  earl  came  too  late  to  save  him 
from  Edward’s  displeasure.  Orders  had  already  been  given  for  the 
sequestration  of  his  estates.®  He  was  now  sent  in  custody  to  Dover 
castle.'^ 

It  is  improbable  that  the  three  named  were  in  Lancashire  at  the  time.  The  first 
two  were  with  Sir  Robert  at  Ravensdale  (m.  21)  and  both  surrendered  with  him  at 
Derby  {Pavl.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  211  ; Cal.  F.R.,  ijig-2'/,  168)  ; while  the  last 
was  captured  at  Boroughbridge  {Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  200-1). 

^ Chron.  Edw.  I Cy  Edw.  II,  II,  267. 

2 William  Salt  Archaeological  Society,  Collections,  IX,  i,  99. 

3 Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  i,  556  ; Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  525. 

^ William  Salt  Arch.  Soc.,  Collections,  IX,  i,  99. 

® Knighton,  Chronicle,  424  ; Cal.  Pat.  R.,  i32y-3o,  455. 

® On  12  March;  Cal.  F.R.,  I3ig-2y,  109. 

’ Knighton,  op.  cit.  ; Leland,  Collectanea,  I,  274.  From  a presentment  made 
during  the  trials  of  1323  (see  m.  24d.),  Holland  appears  to  have  been  removed  later 
in  the  year  to  Kenilworth  castle  ; but  in  1326  he  was  imprisoned  at  Warwick,  whence, 
in  July,  he  was  transferred  to  Northampton  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-7,  592).  After  the 
accession  of  Edward  III  he  escaped  from  Northampton  castle,  for  which  offence  he 
was  pardoned  {ibid.,  i32y-30,  17).  When  parliament  reversed  the  attainder  of  earl 
Thomas  and  agreed  that  his  supporters  should  have  their  confiscated  property 
restored  to  them,  Holland,  on  24  Dec.  1327,  secured  an  order  for  the  restitution  of 
his  estates  {ibid.,  192,  286-7).  Henry  of  Lancaster,  Thomas’s  brother  and  heir, 
who  regarded  him  as  a traitor  to  the  late  earl,  resisted  this  indulgence,  apparently 
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The  Cheshire  Levies  in  Lancashire 

Wlien  Sir  Robert’s  messenger  reached  Liverpool  on  8 March,  Ingham 
had  not  yet  set  out  for  Lancashire.  He  and  his  Cheshire  levies  accom- 
panied the  king  to  Burton,  whence  on  the  nth  he  was  ordered  to  pursue 
the  fugitives  from  the  defeated  army  as  they  fled  towards  the  Mersey.^ 
He  reached  Runcorn  in  time  to  seize  all  the  available  boats  and  prevent 
the  force  collected  by  Richard  del  Doustes  on  the  other  side  of  the  river 
from  crossing. 2 Thus  forestalled,  his  would-be  opponents  appear  to  have 
dispersed.  The  Cheshire  men  passed  into  Lancashire  on  the  15th,  and 
for  five  days  ^ ranged  the  hundred  of  Salford  from  Flixton  and  Stretford 
to  Middleton  and  Bury.  Their  activities  were  not  confined  to  rounding 
up  rebels.  If  the  charges  subsequently  brought  against  them  are  true, 
they  levied  toll  on  the  property  of  the  inhabitants  indiscriminately,  as 
if  all  were  guilty  of  insurrection.^  The  widow  of  Adam  de  Prestwich 
complained  that  while  she  was  at  Chester  under  the  protection  of  the 
king  her  manors  of  Prestwich  and  Alkrington  were  so  depleted  that  she 
had  nothing  wherewith  to  maintain  her  estate  ; ^ and  it  was  alleged  by 
the  jury  of  Salford  and  West  Derby  that  horses  and  other  livestock 
to  the  value  of  two  thousand  marks  were  taken  from  men  who  had  never 
been  adherents  of  the  earl  of  Lancaster.® 

Though  the  latter  allegation  appears  twice  in  the  presentments  made 
before  the  justices  in  1323,  no  details  are  given  to  substantiate  it,  nor  is 
any  indication  given  whether  the  goods  confiscated  were  handed  over  to 
the  king.  Of  the  long  list  of  persons  accused,  a score  or  so  escaped 
punishment  by  a writ  of  prohibition  on  the  ground  that  they  had  acted 
under  the  king’s  orders  ; but  others,  who  were  convicted,  were  Lanca- 

without  success  {Rot.  Pari.,  II,  18,  29).  Holland’s  death,  which  followed  on  15  Oct. 
1328,  has  the  appearance  of  an  act  of  vengeance  by  Henry’s  partisans,  though  it 
may  not  have  been  instigated  by  the  earl  himself.  According  to  the  Annales  Paiilini 
{Chron.  Edw.  I 6-  Edw.  II,  I,  342)  he  was  murdered  near  Harrow  while  escaping 
from  Berkhampstead  castle  towards  London  by  men  who  sent  his  head  to  Henry. 
As,  however,  it  does  not  appear  why  he  should  have  been  again  incarcerated,  it  is 
probable  that  Gervase  is  more  correct  in  stating  that  the  murder  was  committed 
in  a wood  near  Henley  (Leland,  Collectanea,  I,  275). 

1 Rot.  Pari.,  I,  438  ; Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-y,  606. 

2 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  19  (59).  Ingham  probably  arrived  on  the  13th  or  14th. 

2 Rot.  Pari.,  I,  438. 

^ Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  20,  23  (60,  63). 

^ Rot.  Pari.,  I,  407.  In  a petition  to  the  king  and  council  for  redress  she  repre- 
sented that  she  could  have  no  remedy  in  Cheshire  at  common  law,  because  the  men 
of  that  county  “ care  nothing  {ne  dontent)  for  outlawry  or  other  process  made  against 
them  in  any  other  part  of  England  ”. 

® Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  20,  23  (60,  63). 

Ibid.,  m.  23  (63).  The  writ,  however,  reserved  to  the  crown  the  right  to  proceed 
against  them  if  it  should  appear  that  they  had  appropriated  goods  taken  from  the 
rebels,  and  to  the  king’s  subjects  the  right  to  implead  them  for  trespasses  committed 
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shire  men  who  had  evidently  attached  themselves  to  Oliver  de  Ingham’s 
company,  or  had  engaged  in  robbery  on  their  own  accounts  Their 
conduct  is  an  illustration  of  the  lawless  spirit  engendered  by  the  factions 
of  the  time.  After  the  final  defeat  of  the  insurgents  at  Boroughbridge, 
similar  acts  of  spoliation  were  committed  in  the  homes  of  some  of 
Lancaster’s  adherents  who  had  been  taken  prisoners.  Six  individuals 
were  charged  with  taking  varying  numbers  of  cattle  and  a quantity  of 
rye  from  Sir  Roger  de  Pilkington’s  manor,  while  two  others  were  said 
to  have  carried  off  livestock,  household  utensils,  and  other  goods,  belonging 
to  Sir  Nicholas  de  Longford,  presumably  at  Withington.  And  to  such 
outrages  must  be  added  the  many  instances  of  seizures  and  blackmail 
from  the  hapless  victims  of  the  battle  who  were  seeking  safety  in  their  own 
countryside.^ 


The  Scottish  Raids  of  1322 

After  the  execution  of  Thomas  of  Lancaster,  the  king  began  to  make 
preparations  for  a renewal  of  the  Scottish  war.  On  26  March  Andrew 
de  Harclay,  sheriff  of  Cumberland  and  custodian  of  the  castles  of  Carlisle 
and  Cockermouth,  who  had  been  created  earl  of  Carlisle  in  reward  for 
his  victory  at  Boroughbridge,^  was  appointed  captain  and  warden  of  the 
six  northern  counties  “ for  the  purpose  of  repelling  the  Scots  At  the 
same  time  commissions  were  issued  for  levying  troops  who  were  to  be 
assembled  with  the  military  tenants  of  the  crown  at  Newcastle.  Lanca- 
shire’s quota,  to  be  raised  by  Robert  de  Leyburn  and  Richard  de  Hoghton, 
was  fixed  at  three  thousand  men.^  A fortnight  later  Leyburn  was  in- 
structed to  purvey  and  fit  out  all  the  available  ships  between  Conway 
and  Carlisle,  and  of  this  fleet  he  was  appointed  admiral  on  19  May.® 
Meanwhile,  parliament  having  granted  to  the  king  a man-at-arms  from 
every  township  in  the  kingdom,  a further  commission  was  sent  to  Edmund 
de  Nevill  and  Thomas  de  Lathom  to  select  and  arm  suitable  men  in 
Lancashire.'^  It  was  the  king’s  intention  to  meet  the  army  on  24  July, 
but  the  Scots  were  in  the  field  more  than  a month  before  that  date. 
Accordingly  the  muster  at  Newcastle  was  countermanded  on  2 July, 
and  the  commissioners  of  array  for  Lancashire,  Cumberland,  and  West- 
morland were  ordered  to  place  themselves  and  their  men  under  the 

by  colour  of  the  orders  issued  to  Oliver  de  Ingham  and  “ not  in  aid  or  maintenance  ” 
of  his  expedition.  In  1325,  and  again  in  1326,  many  of  Ingham’s  followers  appealed 
to  the  king  for  protection  against  actions  for  trespass  brought  against  them  in  the 
court  of  King’s  Bench  {Rot.  Pari.,  I,  438  ; Cal.  Chan.  Warr.,  I,  574  ; Cal.  Cl.  R., 
1323-2^,  606). 

1 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  3id.  (7 id.).  A few  of  the  persons  indicted  were  actually 
members  of  the  Holland  faction. 

2 Idïd.,  mm.  31,  3id.  (71,  7id.). 

* Ibid.,  92. 

® Ibid.,  93,  1 13. 


3 Cal.  Pat.  R.,  i32i-4>  73- 
3 Ibid.,  97. 

’ Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4.  123. 
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command  of  the  earl  of  Carlisle,  while  the  latter  was  instructed  to  warn 
the  men  of  the  marches  to  drive  their  cattle  into  Yorkshire  for  safetyT 

Even  these  precautions  were  belated,  for  Bruce  had  crossed  the 
Border  on  17  June.  Passing  Carlisle,  he  burnt  the  bishop’s  house  at 
Rose  and  pushed  on  to  the  monastery  of  Holm  Cultram,  which  he 
plundered  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  his  father’s  body  was  buried  there. 
After  laying  Copeland  waste  he  crossed  the  Duddon  sands  into  Furness. 
Here  he  was  met  by  the  abbot,  who  sought  to  save  his  lands  from  a 
second  devastation  by  paying  a ransom  and  entertaining  Bruce  in  the 
abbey.  Nevertheless,  we  are  informed,  “ the  Scots  set  fire  to  various 
places  and  lifted  spoil  From  Furness  they  passed  the  Leven  sands 
(24  June)  into  Cartmel,  where  they  destroyed  farms  and  led  away  cattle, 
though  they  spared  the  priory.  Then,  about  the  end  of  June  or  the 
beginning  of  July,  they  made  their  way  over  the  sands  of  Kent  to  Lancaster. 
They  were  there  joined  by  a second  column  of  raiders  under  the  earl 
of  Moray  and  Sir  James  Douglas,  who,  entering  Lancashire  through 
Kendal,^  had  advanced  along  the  Lune  valley,  plundering  Whittington  ^ 
and  Hornby  castle,  and  laying  waste  the  forest  of  Quernmore.^  For 
four  days  the  combined  forces  of  the  marauders  harried  Lancaster  and 
its  neighbourhood.  The  property  of  the  burgesses  was  looted,  their 
dwellings  and  the  castle  were  destroyed  by  fire.®  Only  the  priory  and 
the  house  of  the  Preaching  Friars  were  spared  destruction."^  At  Skerton, 
the  whole  village  was  burnt  and  the  corn  in  the  fields  trampled  down  ; 
at  Torrisholme,  Halton,  Carnforth,  and  Warton,  scores  of  the  inhabitants 
were  driven  from  their  devastated  homes.® 

From  Lancaster  the  Scots  continued  their  predatory  march  through 
Ellel  into  Wyresdale  and  Bleasdale  to  drive  off  the  stock  from  the  vac- 
caries.  Turning  west,  they  scoured  the  pastures  of  the  Fylde  until  they 
reached  Preston,  which  suffered  a spoliation  similar  to  that  of  Lancaster.® 
Here  the  main  body  halted,  but  a detachment  was  sent  to  sack  Samlesbury 
Hall  which  was  then  in  the  king’s  hand  through  the  forfeiture  of  Robert 

1 Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  140,  143. 

2 Chron.  Lanercost,  246. 

® The  manor  of  Helsington  near  Kendal  was  burnt  {Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  148). 

* Ibid.,  165. 

^ Ass.  R.  425,  m.  13. 

® Lancs.  Inqs.,  II.,  116,  117,  168,  172. 

’ Chron.  Lanercost,  246.  Shortly  after  the  raid  the  burgesses  of  Lancaster  sent 
a petition  to  the  king  in  which  they  stated  that  the  Scots  had  “ burned  their  town 
and  the  castle  entirely,  so  that  nothing  is  left.”  They  complained  that  they  had 
*'  nothing  wherewith  to  repair  {herber ger)  their  burgages  ”,  since  Sir  John  Travers, 
the  keeper  of  the  king’s  lands  in  those  parts,  prevented  them  from  taking  their 
estovers  in  Quernmore  forest  {Cal.  Chan.  Warr.,  I,  532  ; Cal.  Docs,  relating  to  Scotland. 
Ill,  142). 

® Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  165,  173-5,  178  ; III,  6,  9. 

^ Ibid.,  II,  107,  III,  162,  177,  n.  3,  182;  Chron.  Lanercost,  246. 
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de  Holland.  Everything  of  value  which  could  be  found  in  the  manor- 
oxen,  carts,  and  saddlery,  a considerable  quantity  of  arms,  household 
utensils  and  furnishings,  vestments  and  a chalice  from  the  chapel — 
were  carried  off  along  with  the  keeper  who  had  been  placed  in  charge  by 
the  king.i  Another,  or  possibly  the  same,  band  penetrated  Leyland 
hundred  as  far  as  Chorley  and  ravaged  Healey  Park.^  The  invaders 
had  thus  advanced  more  than  eighty  miles  south  of  the  border.  All  the 
way  panic-stricken  fugitives  had  fled  before  them  into  south  Lancashire, 
with  whatever  they  could  save  from  the  Scottish  fury,  only  to  fall  a prey, 
in  many  cases,  to  the  rapacity  of  their  own  compatriots.  At  Anderton, 
near  Horwich,  and  at  Lostock  Bridge  the  monks  of  Holm  Cultram  and 
others  were  robbed  of  their  cattle,  horses,  corn,  and  clothing  by  some  of 
the  lawless  bands  that  infested  the  county.^  While  the  victims  were 
left  to  find  what  hospitality  they  might,  the  Scots  retraced  their  steps 
with  their  prisoners  and  booty.  They  arrived  at  Carlisle  on  19  July, 
and  after  encamping  near  the  town  for  five  days,  during  which  they  did 
much  damage  to  the  crops  growing  in  the  fields,  they  re-entered  Scotland 
on  the  24th.^  Their  raid  had  lasted  just  over  five  weeks. ^ 

What  Harclay  had  been  doing  in  the  meantime  does  not  appear,  but 
Edward  did  not  arrive  at  Newcastle  till  i August,  and  it  was  not  until 
the  19th  that  he  marched  into  Scotland.  He  advanced  by  way  of  Melrose 
to  Edinburgh,  but  his  adversary  had  retreated  beyond  the  Forth,  stripping 
the  Lothians  of  all  that  might  serve  to  sustain  the  invaders.  Within  a 
fortnight  Edward  had  to  lead  his  sick  and  starving  army  back  to  England. 
Bruce  followed  up  his  advantage  by  a fresh  raid.  On  30  September  he 
encamped  at  Beaumont,  four  miles  north-west  of  Carlisle,  and  for  five 
days  devastated  the  country  round  about.  Thence  he  struck  south- 
eastwards  and  laid  waste  a great  part  of  Cleveland.  Edward,  meanwhile, 
from  Barnard  castle,  had  summoned  the  earl  of  Carlisle  with  the  northern 
levies  to  come  to  his  assistance  and  had  moved  down  the  banks  of  the 

^ Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-y,  207-8  ; Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  162-3. 

2 In  the  Rental  of  the  forfeited  lands  of  Thomas,  earl  of  Lancaster,  1323-4, 
it  is  recorded  that  the  herbage  and  pannage  of  the  park  of  Healey  in  Chorley  could 
not  be  let  “ because  the  beasts  of  that  country  were  destroyed  by  the  Scots  ” {Lancs. 
Inqs.,  II,  185  n.).  The  chronicler  of  Lanercost  says  that  the  Scots  went  five  miles 
south  of  Preston  (p.  246). 

^ Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  I2d.  (52d.).  The  robbers  were  mostly  retainers  of  Sir 
William  Bradshaw. 

^ Chvon.  Lanercost,  246. 

® So  great  was  the  havoc  wrought  by  the  Scots  in  north  Lancashire  during  this 
and  the  previous  raid  of  1316  that  reductions  of  from  fifty  to  a hundred  per  cent 
had  to  be  made  in  the  assessments  of  the  benefices  and  monasteries  on  which  the 
tenths  were  paid.  The  greater  part  of  the  allowances  was  for  loss  of  tithes  from  the 
devastated  lands  {V.C.H.  Lancs.,  II,  24,  200,  248).  The  damage  is  also  reflected 
in  the  “ decay  of  rents  ” recorded  by  the  keeper  of  the  confiscated  lands  of  the  earl 
of  Lancaster  in  1323-4  [Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  167  seqq.). 
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Tees  to  Yarm.  From  there,  on  13  October,  he  went  to  Thirsk,  and  the 
next  day  was  at  Rievaulx  or  Byland,  when  the  Scottish  army  suddenly 
appeared  in  the  neighbourhood.  A force  posted  on  a steep  hill  to  the 
north  of  Byland  to  intercept  the  Scots  was  swept  away.  The  king  avoided 
capture  by  a precipitate  flight  to  Bridlington  priory.  For  several  days 
the  invaders  ravaged  the  Wolds  and  the  East  Riding,  going  as  far  south 
as  Beverley.^  Turning  northwards  at  last,  they  plundered  Ripon  and 
finally  re-entered  Scotland  at  the  beginning  of  November. 

From  Bridlington  the  king  had  sought  safety  in  the  village  of  Burst- 
wick  in  the  extreme  south-east  of  AXrkshire,  but  by  the  i8th  he  had 
returned  to  York.  There  he  was  joined  by  Carlisle  with  an  army  stated 
b}^  one  chronicler  to  consist  of  twenty  thousand  footmen  and  horsemen, ^ 
by  another  of  thirty  thousand.^  In  either  case,  Edward  should  now  have 
had  sufficient  strength  to  deal  with  the  Scots  while  they  were  yet  in  the 
country,  but,  we  are  told,  the  earl  found  him  all  in  confusion,  and  was 
unable  to  persuade  him  to  take  action.  In  despair  at  the  king’s  supineness 
and  incompetence,  Carlisle  disbanded  his  troops  and  resolved  to  make  his 
own  terms  with  Bruce,  as,  indeed,  others,  including  the  king’s  friend 
the  bishop  of  Durham,  were  already  doing.^  On  3 January  1323  he 
met  the  Scottish  leader  at  Lochmaben  near  Dumfries,  and  agreed  that  the 
differences  between  the  two  countries  should  be  settled  by  a conference 
of  six  English  and  six  Scottish  magnates  on  the  basis  of  the  complete 
independence  of  Scotland.  He  also  undertook  to  join  with  Bruce  in 
enforcing  the  settlement,  with  arms  if  necessary,  in  case  Edward  should 
refuse  to  accept  it. 

On  his  return  from  Scotland,  the  earl  began  to  take  steps  to  secure 
support  for  his  undertaking.^  Most  people  no  doubt  welcomed  the 
settlement  as  promising  relief  from  further  harassment,  though  it  is 
said  that  the  chief  men  of  Harclay’s  earldom  were  induced  to  pledge  their 
aid  “ more  from  fear  than  from  any  liking  ” ; ® and  in  Lancashire  Sir 
William  de  Clifton,  Edmund  de  Nevill  and  others  were,  on  the  testimony 
of  several  local  juries,  compelled  to  swear  their  adherence  by  Harclay’s 
agents.’^  Meanwhile  the  news  of  the  treaty  was  received  by  the  king  and 
his  council  with  consternation.  They  acted,  however,  with  promptitude. 

1 The  inhabitants  of  Beverley  were  forced  to  offer  a ransom  of  ;^400  40  save  their 
homes  from  burning. 

2 Chvon.  Edw.  I Edw.  II,  II,  82. 

3 Chvon.  Lanevcost,  247-8. 

^ On  10  Feb.  the  king  addressed  a sharp  rebuke  to  the  bishop  of  Durham  for  his 
inertness  {Foedera,  II,  i,  500).  Negotiations  by  the  heads  of  religious  houses  in  the 
diocese  of  York  were  sanctioned  by  the  archbishop  (Tout,  Political  History,  290). 

® He  wrote  to  the  mayor  and  commonalty  of  Newcastle  exhorting  them  to 
acquiesce  in  the  terms  of  Lochmaben  {Chron.  Edw.  I Cy  Edw.  II,  II,  86). 

® Chron.  Lanevcost,  249. 

’ Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  4,  5,  5d.  (44,  45,  45d.). 
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On  I February  an  order  was  made  for  Harclay’s  arrest  A On  the  12  th 
his  place  as  warden  of  the  Marches  was  taken  by  Edmund  earl  of  KentA 
and  John  Darcy,  just  appointed  sheriff  of  Lancashire,  was  instructed  to 
apprehend  all  confederates  of  the  Scots  in  that  countyA  Harclay’s 
arrest  was  effected  on  the  25th  by  Anthony  Lucy  of  Cockermouth,  who 
surprised  him  in  the  castle  at  Carlisle.  A judicial  commission  was  sent 
to  pronounce  a ready-made  sentence  of  death  upon  him,^  and  on  3 March 
he  was  degraded  and  executed. 

The  Judicial  Inquiries  in  Lancashire,  1323 
Harclay’s  desertion,  combined  with  the  rout  at  Byland,  convinced  the 
king  that  it  was  impossible  to  bring  the  war  with  Bruce  to  an  early  con- 
clusion, and  at  the  end  of  May  he  signed  a truce  for  thirteen  years  on 
terms  which  in  effect  recognized  Scotland  as  an  independent  country. 
He  was  now  free  to  deal  with  the  last  remnants  of  the  Lancastrian  opposition 
and  to  attempt  to  consolidate  his  position  at  home.  In  the  north  the 
events  of  the  past  nine  years  had  produced  a critical  situation.  No  part 
of  the  country  had  suffered  more  than  the  northern  counties  from  the 
famine  of  1314-17,  and  since  Bannockburn  they  had  been  exposed  to 
repeated  plundering  expeditions  by  hordes  from  across  the  border. 
Political  and  family  faction  had  added  to  the  general  distress  and  inse- 
curity. Nobles  like  Lancaster  and  Warenne  pursued  their  personal 
quarrels  with  force  of  arms.  The  lesser  gentry  imitated  their  example, 
forming  confederacies  to  maintain  one  another  in  their  local  rivalries. 
Armed  bands  infested  the  countryside,  robbing  and  ill-treating  traders, 
plundering  and  burning  property.  A general  spirit  of  lawlessness  pre- 
vailed from  which  no  man’s  person  or  goods  were  safe.  Even  helpless 
fugitives  from  the  marauding  Scots  were  deemed  legitimate  objects  of 
spoliation,  while  Lancaster’s  defeat  at  Boroughbridge  was  the  signal, 
not  only  for  the  violation  of  his  castles,  parks,  and  manors,  but  also  for 
the  wholesale  robbery  of  his  supporters  as  they  fled  from  the  royal  army. 
The  situation  would  have  been  difficult  to  cope  with  if  the  machinery  of 
local  government  had  been  efficient,  but  medieval  administrators  were 
notoriously  easy-going  and  corrupt.  Honest  and  impartial  local  officials 
were  rare.  Too  often  they  used  their  positions  to  conceal  crime  and  to 
fill  their  pockets  by  thievery,  bribes,  and  extortion.  Strong  action  by 
the  central  government  was  needed  if  law  and  order  were  to  be  enforced. 

With  a display  of  energy  which  he  seldom  showed  in  matters  of  state, 
Edward  set  himself  to  the  task.  A contemporary  chronicler  informs  us 
that  after  the  truce  had  been  confirmed  he  journeyed  through  the  counties 
of  York  and  Lancaster,  ordering  the  law  of  the  land  to  be  everywhere 

1 Foedera,  II,  504  ; Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  245. 

2 Foedera,  II,  507  ; Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  240,  241. 

® Ibid.,  245.  ^ Foedera,  II,  509. 
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observed,  punishing  disturbers  of  the  peace,  and  especially  the  leaders 
of  the  country  who  oppressed  the  common  peopled  To  judge  by  the 
chancery  enrolments,  he  was  in  Yorkshire  the  greater  part  of  the  summer. 
Early  in  July  he  set  in  motion  a searching  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
two  counties.  From  Faxfieet  on  the  Humber  he  issued  a commission 
on  the  8th  to  William  de  Herle,  king’s  serjeant  and  a justice  of  the  common 
pleas,  and  Sir  Geoffrey  le  Scrope,  also  a king’s  serjeant  though  not  yet  a 
judge  of  the  Bench,-  to  take  all  assizes  in  Yorkshire,  Lancashire,  Northum- 
berland, Cumberland,  Westmorland,  Nottinghamshire,  and  Derbyshire.^ 
Within  a few  days  these  justices  were  sent  further  commissions  which 
extended  to  the  first  two  shires  only.  On  the  loth  they  were  instructed 
to  hear  and  determine  the  offences  of  those  who  fished  in  the  king’s  stews 
and  fisheries,  hunted  or  cut  down  trees  in  his  forests  and  parks,  and  appro- 
priated goods  or  animals  from  the  forfeited  estates  of  rebels  ; and  at  the 
same  time  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  the  keepers  who  had  been  put  in 
charge  of  the  confiscated  lands,  and  of  ministers  who  were  alleged  to  have 
taken  prises  from  the  king’s  subjects  without  authority.^  Finally, 
on  the  i8th,  they  were  directed  to  execute  justice  in  all  cases  of  complaint 
brought  against  sheriffs,  clerks,  bailiffs,  taxers,  collectors,  and  other 
ministers,  since  the  beginning  of  the  reign. ^ 

So  far  as  Lancashire  was  concerned,  this  comprehensive  investigation 
appears  to  have  been  begun  on  Saturday,  20  August,  when  the  com- 
missioners were  at  Clitheroe  hearing  the  evidence  of  the  juries  of  Black- 
burn, Salford,  and  West  Derby  hundreds.  On  the  22nd  they  were  sitting 
at  Preston,  where,  after  taking  the  assizes  for  two  days,  they  spent  about 
a week  receiving  the  inquisitions  of  Leyland,  Amounderness,  and  Lonsdale, 
with  some  further  presentments  from  West  Derby.  The  business  covered 
all  the  matters  within  the  scope  of  their  commissions,  but  though  they 
were  vested  with  powers  of  oyer  and  terminer,  only  a few  cases  were 
determined  by  them.  Before  further  proceedings  were  taken,  it  appears 
to  have  been  decided  to  widen  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  and,  perhaps,  to 
bring  the  whole  local  situation  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  King’s  Bench  ; 
for  at  the  end  of  September  and  the  beginning  of  October,  while  the  king 
was  at  Skipton  in  Craven  and  at  Ightenhill  (near  Burnley),  other  com- 
missions were  at  work  in  the  same  neighbourhood  and  preparations  were 
being  made  for  the  trial  of  the  offenders  coram  rege  in  Lancashire. 

The  most  important  of  the  new  commissioners  were  Sir  Henry  le 
Scrope,  elder  brother  of  Sir  Geoffrey,  the  justice  and  keeper  of  the  forest 

1 Blaneforde,  Chronica,  139. 

2 He  was  appointed  to  the  Common  Bench  on  27  Sept.  {Cal.  F.R.,  1321-4,  340). 

3 Ass.  R.  425,  m.  I. 

^ Ibid.,  m.  15  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  230  ; Cal.  F.R.,  I3ig-2y,  224-5  ; 
Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  374. 

^ Ass.  R.  425,  m.  15  ; Cal.  F.R.,  i3ig-2y,  226  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii, 
231,  232. 
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north  of  the  Trent,  and  until  recently  chief  justice  of  the  King’s  Bench  ; 
and  Robert  de  Ayleston,  king’s  clerk,  who  had  previously  been  engaged  on 
similar  commissions  in  the  Midlands.^  Part  of  their  investigation  was 
concerned  with  the  depredations  of  the  former  constable  of  Skipton  castle 
and  men  of  Craven  in  the  late  earl  of  Lancaster’s  manor  of  Ightenhill 
and  chases  of  Blackburnshire  ; but  they  also  collected  evidence  relating 
to  the  personnel  and  activities  of  the  companies  of  armed  men  who, 
under  the  leadership  of  Sir  William  de  Bradshaw  and  Sir  Richard  de 
Holland,  were  alleged  to  have  ridden  about  the  county  making  war  on 
each  other,  terrorizing  the  people  and  hindering  the  law  courts.^  Mean- 
while the  king’s  clerks  were  busy  on  the  preliminaries  for  the  trial  of  the 
many  hundreds  of  offenders  indicted  before  the  two  sets  of  commissioners. 
Orders  for  the  arrest  of  the  accused  were  sent  to  the  sheriff  and,  in  the 
case  of  Sir  William  de  Bradshaw  and  Sir  Richard  de  Holland,  also  to 
the  marshal  of  the  household.^  On  i October  a special  writ  was  addressed 
to  the  justices  of  the  Bench,  accompanied  by  a long  list  of  “ Articles  ” 
covering  all  the  matters  of  the  previous  inquiries,  upon  which  they  were 
commanded  to  use  their  utmost  diligence  in  searching  out  and  punishing 
the  guilty.^  For  the  necessary  juries  the  sheriff  was  instructed  to  bring 
before  the  king  on  15  October  a panel  of  forty-eight  knights  and  other  good 
men  from  each  of  the  six  wapentakes.^  On  the  12th  William  de  Herle  was 
ordered  to  return  without  delay  all  the  inquisitions  taken  before  him  and 
Geoffrey  le  Scrope  so  that  action  might  be  taken  upon  them,®  and  on  the 
i6th  these,  together  with  those  taken  before  Ayleston  and  his  associates, 
were  delivered  by  the  king,  who  had  now  taken  up  his  quarters  at  Robert 
de  Holland’s  manor  of  Upholland,  to  Hervey  de  Staunton  the  chief  justice."^ 
The  trials  began  on  or  about  22  October  ® in  the  neighbouring  town 
of  Wigan.  As  the  king  remained  at  Upholland  for  a day  or  two  after 
that  date,  he  may  have  been  present  at  the  opening  sessions  ; but  he 
appears  to  have  gone  to  Liverpool  about  the  24th,  and  from  there  into 
Cheshire  at  the  end  of  the  month, » while  the  court  continued  to  sit  at 

1 On  3 Oct.  he  was  appointed  keeper  of  the  privy  seal  (Tout,  Edward  II,  318). 

2 The  inquisitions  before  both  the  commissions  (in  Aug.  and  in  Sept. -Oct.) 
are  recorded  in  Assize  Roll  no.  425. 

3 Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  343  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  237. 

^ Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-y,  28  ; Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  i,  id. 

^ Cal.  Chan.  Warr.,  I,  544. 

® Ass.  R.  425,  m.  14.  Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  27  (67). 

® As  a large  number  of  persons  presented  “ before  the  king  at  Wigan  ” were 
ordered  to  appear  on  27  Oct.,  the  court  must  have  opened  there  some  days  before, 
but  the  22nd  is  the  only  earlier  date  of  sitting  recorded  (m.  30). 

® According  to  the  dating  of  the  chancery  enrolments.  The  account  of  John  de 
Lancaster,  keeper  of  earl  Thomas’s  lands  in  Lancashire,  for  the  year  1323-4  shows 
expenditure  on  “ mending  the  roof  of  the  large  chamber  in  the  castle  of  Liverpool 
at  the  king’s  coming  ” {Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  210).  Orders  had  been  given  in  the  previous 
Feb.  for  the  repair  and  re-victualling  of  the  castle  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  627). 
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Wigan  until  after  lo  November.  The  proceedings  are  recorded  at  length 
in  a roll  of  some  thirty-four  membranes.  As  these  are  not  arranged 
chronologically  and  few  are  dated,  the  order  in  which  the  judges  dealt 
witli  the  many  matters  which  fell  within  their  cognizance  is  not  readily 
discernible  ; but  it  would  appear  that  a large  number  of  indictments  of 
miscellaneous  felonies  were  taken  first,  those  not  determined  at  once 
being  postponed  until  27  October.  On  the  28th  what  is  described  as 
the  “ Major  Inquisition  " began.  This,  occupying  the  court  for  more 
than  a fortnight,  was  concerned  with  the  revolt  of  Adam  Banaster  in 
1315,  the  support  given  to  the  earl  of  Lancaster  in  1321-2,  the  strife 
between  the  factions  led  by  Sir  William  de  Bradshaw  and  Sir  Richard  de 
Holland,  and  the  doings  of  other  armed  companies  in  the  county.  The 
indictments  of  forest  offences  and  of  misconduct  by  public  officials  made 
in  the  earlier  inquests  before  William  de  Herle,  the  two  Scropes  and 
Ayleston  were  probably  dealt  with  last. 


The  County  Feuds,  1315-23 

A perusal  of  the  calendar  given  in  the  accompanying  text  will  convince 
the  reader  that  the  social  condition  of  Lancashire  was  indeed  alarming. 
To  attempt  to  examine  it  in  detail  would  involve  a lengthy  and  somewhat 
tedious  analysis  of  the  proceedings  of  the  court  ; the  editor  must  confine 
himself  to  a discussion  of  one  or  two  of  its  outstanding  features. 

Perhaps  the  most  striking  fact  that  emerges  from  the  record  is  the 
bitterness  and  persistence  of  the  feuds  waged  between  hostile  groups  of 
the  county  families.  In  origin  these  rivalries  may  have  been  purely 
personal  and  territorial,  but  in  Edward  IPs  reign  they  came  to  be  closely 
associated  with  the  political  conflict  in  which  the  earl  of  Lancaster  and 
the  king  were  the  central  figures.  The  first  indication  of  that  connection 
is  seen  in  the  revolt  led  by  Adam  Banaster  against  the  earl’s  chief  house- 
hold official,  Sir  Robert  de  Holland. 

The  motives  for  the  rising  are  not  altogether  clear.  The  leaders 
professed  to  be  acting  on  behalf  of  the  king,  but  it  is  more  probable  that 
they  were  actuated  by  jealousy  of  the  fellow-tenant  upon  whom  their 
lord  had  showered  so  many  favours.  Possibly,  as  has  been  suggested,^ 
Holland  presumed  on  his  position  : certain  allegations  as  to  his  behaviour 
about  the  time  of  the  insurrection  at  least  lend  colour  to  that  supposition. 
In  1327  a jury  of  West  Derby  declared  that  “ about  the  space  of  seven 
years  before  the  death  of  Thomas  late  earl  of  Lancaster  ” (i.e.  in  1315), 
Holland  had  entered  into  certain  possessions  of  his  master  in  the  southern 
part  of  the  county,  including  the  castle  and  borough  of  Liverpool,  the 
manors  of  Everton,  Great  Crosby,  and  Wavertree,  Simonswood  forest 
and  the  park  of  Toxteth,  and  the  wapentakes  of  West  Derby  and  Salford  ; 

1 V.C.H.  Lancs.,  II,  198. 
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and,  bearing  himself  as  lord,  had  appointed  his  own  bailiffs  and  ministers 
and  taken  all  the  profits  and  issues  of  those  possessions.  For  this 
assumption  of  power,  they  added,  he  had  shown  no  charter  or  other 
authorization  from  the  earl,  nor  had  any  of  the  free  tenants  of  the  wapen- 
takes recognized  the  transfer  by  attournment.^  Whether  Holland’s 
entry  into  the  lands  and  offices  named  was  made  with  the  earl’s  consent 
it  is  not  possible  to  say,  since  no  record  of  any  previous  grant  or  livery  of 
seisin  with  respect  to  them  is  known, ^ but  it  is  clear  that  the  inhabitants 
regarded  his  action  as  an  usurpation  ; and  if,  as  is  not  improbable,  it 
took  place  before  the  outbreak  of  the  rising,  it  may  well  have  furnished 
the  immediate  reason  for  that  demonstration  of  hostility. 

Sir  Adam  Banaster,  the  principal  leader  of  the  insurrection,  was  the 
representative  of  the  Bretherton  branch  of  the  Banasters,  and  probably 
related  to  the  barons  of  Newton  in  Makerfield.  He  was  a military 
tenant  of  Thomas  of  Lancaster,  holding  lands  in  Shevington,  Heath 
Charnock,  Adlington,  and  Duxbury,  and  had  been  attached  to  the 
earl’s  household.^  According  to  the  monk  of  Malmesbury,  he  took  up 
arms  against  his  lord  in  the  hope  of  securing  the  king’s  pardon  for  a 
murder  which  he  had  committed,^  but  no  other  reference  to  such  a crime 
perpetrated  by  him  before  this  time  can  be  traced.  Hatred  of  Sir  Robert 
was  probably  his  real  motive.  Disputes  between  the  Hollands  and  the 
Banasters  were  of  long  standing,^  and  though  Sir  Adam  was  the  husband 
of  Robert’s  sister  Margaret,  the  advancement  and  pretensions  of  his 
brother-in-law  may  have  served  to  keep  the  feud  alive.  Banaster’s  chief 
associates  were  Sir  Henry  de  Lea  of  Charnock  Richard,  Lea  and  Ravens- 
meols,  and  Sir  William  Bradshaw  of  Haigh  and  Blackrod.  The  former 
was  the  grandson  of  a sheriff  of  Lancaster  and  Banaster’s  stepson-in-law, 
his  wife  being  Agnes,  daughter  of  Margaret  de  Holland  by  her  first  husband 
John  de  Blackburn.  The  latter  was  the  husband  of  Mabel  de  Norreys, 
the  heroine  of  the  well-known  legend  of  Mab’s  Cross.®  Like  Banaster  he 
was  a military  tenant  of  the  earldom. 

^ Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  222. 

2 A few  years  later,  however,  the  earl  granted  to  Sir  Robert  the  serjeanties  of 
Salford  and  Lonsdale  and  the  keepership  of  his  forests  of  Lancashire,  along  with 
certain  estates  in  that  county,  Cheshire,  and  Staffordshire  ; but  these  grants  did  not 
include  the  wapentake  of  West  Derby  or  the  castle  and  the  manors  enumerated  in 
the  jury’s  presentment  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  131^-21,  431). 

^ T.  C.  Porteus,  Hundred  of  Leyland,  53-4  {Chetham  Miscellanies,  N.S.,  V)  ; 
V.C.H.  Lancs.,  VI,  103,  n.  12.  Banaster  was  one  of  those  pardoned  on  16  Oct. 
for  adherence  to  Lancaster  in  the  rising  against  Gaveston  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  21). 

^ Chron.  Edw.  I Edw.  II,  II,  214. 

® In  1268  Robert  Banaster  of  Newton  sued  Richard  de  Holland  and  others  for 
the  destruction  of  his  fishpond  at  Newton  and  the  abduction  and  imprisonment  of 
his  wife  and  sons  (Curia  Regis  R.  186,  m.  24d.). 

® For  an  examination  of  the  historical  basis  of  this  legend,  see  the  paper  by  Canon 
T.  C.  Porteus  in  Trans.  L.  &.  C.  Ant.  Soc.,  LV,  1-40. 
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With  other  disaffected  tenants  the  three  knights  first  met  on  Wed- 
nesday, 8 October,  at  Wingates  in  W esthoughton  and  entered  into  a 
sworn  confederacy  to  support  one  another  to  the  death.  Three  or  four 
days  later  they  dispatched  a party  under  Nicholas  de  Singleton  and 
John  de  Croston  to  Radcliffe  to  bring  in  Adam  de  Radcliffe  and  his 
brothers.  After  capturing  Adam  at  the  parsonage,  the  band  went  on  to 
the  manor  house  of  Sir  Henry  de  Bury  in  search  of  the  others,  but  failing 
to  find  them  they  murdered  Sir  Henry  and  took  away  his  horse. ^ 

On  22  October  the  confederates  and  their  followers  assembled  at 
Charnock  Richard  ^ and  the  next  day  set  out  to  raid  the  property  of  the 
Lancastrian  partisans.  After  being  joined  by  Sir  Ralph  de  Bickerstaffe  ^ 
at  Standish  church  they  proceeded  to  Wigan  where  they  attacked  the 

1 According  to  the  account  given  in  the  proceedings  at  Wigan  in  Nov.  1323 
(m.  12),  it  would  appear  that  this  incident  took  place  on  or  about  12  Oct.  The 
murder  of  Henry  de  Bury  is  said  to  have  been  committed  by  John  de  Croston,  Stephen 
Scallard,  William  Tegge,  and  Richard  son  of  Roger  del  Asshes,  who  were  afterwards 
hanged,  while  William  de  Bradshaw  and  others  are  stated  to  have  been  outlawed 
for  their  part  in  it.  A very  different  account  is  given  in  Coram  Rege  R.  299,  Rex 
m.  20,  which  records  the  trial  for  the  death  of  Henry  de  Bury.  A commission  of 
oyer  and  terminer  having  been  issued  on  16  Oct.  1315,  to  Robert  de  Lathom  and 
others  [Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  419),  the  inquiry  was  held  at  Lancaster  on  24  Nov., 
when  a jury  of  presentment  gave  the  date  of  the  murder  as  15  Oct.,  and  attributed 
the  deed  to  John  de  Walton,  Stephen  Shaw,  and  Adam  son  of  Adam  de  Freckleton. 
The  first  two  were  convicted  by  the  jury  on  which  they  put  themselves.  Adam  de 
Freckleton  failed  to  appear  and  was  outlawed,  but  was  afterwads  pardoned  on  the 
ground  that  his  indictment  had  been  procured  by  his  enemies  [Cal.  Pat.  R.,  131^-21, 
32).  None  of  the  four  persons  to  whom  the  deed  was  imputed  in  1323  is  mentioned 
in  this  record  of  the  trial  (which,  however,  is  incomplete,  part  of  the  membrane  being 
decayed),  though  a Robert  Tegge  was  indicted  of  force  and  aid.  Adam  Banaster, 
Henry  de  Lea  and  William  Bradshaw  were  accused  of  consenting  to  the  felony  and 
harbouring  the  perpetrators.  Banaster  and  Lea  were  later  reported  dead,  and  Brad- 
shaw was  outlawed.  Bradshaw  fled  the  country  after  the  defeat  of  the  insurgents 
on  4 Nov.  and  the  other  two  were  put  to  death  about  a week  later  (see  p.  xlvii). 

“ Many  of  those  alleged  to  have  met  at  Charnock  were  acquitted  (mm.  yd.,  i2d.). 

3 Ralph  de  Bickerstaffe  succeeded  to  the  manor  of  Bickerstaffe  c.  1292  as  son 
and  heir  of  Adam  de  Bickerstaffe,  tenant  of  Edmund  earl  of  Lancaster.  He  is 
described  as  Sir  Ralph  in  1306  [V.C.H.  Lancs.,  Ill,  277,  n.  5).  On  26  Sept.  1309  he 
was  appointed  deputy  sheriff  [P.R.O.  L.  & I.,  no.  IX).  His  next  recorded  successor, 
Edmund  de  Nevill,  accounted  at  the  exchequer  from  Michaelmas,  1315,  but  whether 
Sir  Ralph  remained  in  office  until  that  time  is  doubtful,  for  on  24  Oct.  1314  a 
commission  of  oyer  and  terminer  was  issued  to  inquire  into  allegations  made  against 
him  as  “ late  sheriff  of  the  county  of  Lancaster  ” [Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  242-44). 
He  represented  the  county  in  the  midsummer  parliament  of  1313,  being  elected  on 
8 July  and  receiving  a writ  for  his  expenses  until  27  July  [Pari.  Writs,  I,  97,  99). 
On  16  Oct.  he  received  a pardon  for  his  adherence  to  earl  Thomas  in  the  rising  against 
Piers  Ga veston  [Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  22).  Three  other  members  of  the  Bickerstaffe 
family  were  said  to  have  joined  the  Banaster  rebellion  with  Sir  Ralph  (Coram  Rege 
R.  254,  m.  12)  ; two  of  them,  Gilbert  his  son  and  Henry,  who  were  clerks,  were 
acquitted  [ibid.,  m.  yd.),  though  the  latter  (or  another  Henry)  made  fine  for  partici- 
pating in  the  depredations  of  the  rebels  [ibid.,  m.  22). 
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house  of  John  del  Crosse,  the  rector’s  bailiff,  robbing  him  of  cattle,  corn, 
and  other  goods,  to  the  value  of  £60.  From  Wigan  they  apparently  made 
an  excursion  to  Norley  in  Pemberton,  whence  they  brought  away  further 
cattle  and  property  belonging  to  Thurstan  de  Norley.  By  Friday,  24 
October,  they  had  reached  Knowsley,  and  on  the  following  day  they  made 
an  assault  on  the  earl’s  castle  at  Liverpool,  of  which,  as  we  have  seen, 
Robert  de  Holland  may  at  that  time  have  been  in  possession.  Their 
attempt  was  unsuccessful,  but  falling  back  on  the  earl’s  manor  of  West 
Derby,  they  exacted  a ransom  of  £10  as  the  price  of  sparing  the  vill  from 
destruction. 

On  Sunday  the  26th  a detachment  was  sent  north  with  Nicholas  de 
Banaster  to  seize  another  of  the  earl’s  castles  at  Clitheroe.  This  they 
succeeded  in  taking  by  storm,  though  the  store  of  arms  and  equipment 
which  they  gained  there  was  not  very  large.  Meanwhile  the  main  body 
of  the  insurgents  set  out  for  Warrington.  On  the  way,  near  Prescot, 
the  leaders  gave  out  that  they  were  acting  by  the  king’s  commission, 
even,  it  was  alleged,  displaying  letters  patent  bearing  the  royal  seal  in 
support  of  their  claim.  At  Tarbock  they  drove  away  more  than  eighty 
head  of  cattle  belonging  to  the  lady  of  Tarbock  and  other  inhabitants.^ 

Taking  up  their  quarters  at  Warrington,  the  rebels  spent  the  next 
four  days  in  plundering  expeditions  on  both  sides  of  the  Mersey.  The 
most  daring  was  that  undertaken  on  the  27th  by  a party  led  by  Henry  de 
Lea  and  Thomas  Banaster  against  Halton  castle,  which  earl  Thomas 
had  acquired  through  his  marriage  with  Alice  de  Lacy.  The  raiders 
gained  an  entrance  to  this  stronghold  by  setting  fire  to  the  gates  and 
returned  with  booty  including  50  haketons,  100  lances,  and  100  basinets. 
On  the  same  day  William  de  Bradshaw  with  another  detachment  rode 
to  Haydock,  where  they  broke  into  the  house  of  Holland’s  brother  Sir 
William  and  carried  off  his  sheep  and  cattle.  On  the  way  back  they  took 
corn  from  the  barn  of  Sir  John  de  Langton  at  Newton  in  Makerfield.  A 
third  party  pillaged  the  grange  of  Thomas  de  Hale  at  Sankey. 

On  Friday,  31  October,  the  confederate  host  moved  on  to  Manchester, 
seizing  the  horses  and  household  goods  of  Henry  de  Trafford  as  they 
approached  the  town.  To  prevent  the  people  of  Manchester  rising  against 
them,  they  displayed  a banner  painted  with  the  royal  arms  which  they 
had  taken  from  the  church,  but  which  they  said  they  had  just  received 
from  the  king.^  About  this  time  some  of  Holland’s  partisans  appear  to 
have  embarked  on  retaliatory  measures  ; for  on  the  night  of  Saturday, 
I November,  a band  led  by  William  de  Holland  and  Thurstan  de  Norley 

1 On  m.  yd.  (47d.)  the  date  of  the  attack  on  Clitheroe  castle  is  given  as  31  Oct., 
and  that  of  the  raid  on  Tarbock  as  2 Nov. 

2 To  pretend  that  they  were  acting  for  the  honour  and  advantage  of  the  king 
was  a device  not  seldom  adopted  in  those  days  by  insurgents  who  took  the  law  into 
their  own  hands  ; cp.  Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  525. 
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descended  upon  Wigan  and  robbed  a number  of  the  townsfolk  A Possibly 
for  this  reason,  or  because  news  had  come  that  the  deputy  sheriff,  Edmund 
de  Nevill,  was  collecting  forces  beyond  the  Kibble,  the  insurgents  left 
Manchester  on  the  following  Monday  for  the  north.  With  banners  flying, 
they  entered  Whgan  the  same  day  and  despoiled  Gilbert  de  Culcheth  of 
his  goods.-  On  Tuesday  they  were  at  Preston.  Learning  that  Sir 
Adam  de  Huddleston,  Sir  Walter  le  Vavasour,  and  Sir  Richard  le  Waleys 
were  coming  up  to  assist  Edmund  de  Nevill,  the  rebels  decided  to  inter- 
cept them.  In  the  encounter  the  three  knights  were  taken  prisoners. 
Vavasour  being  mortally  wounded.  Two  of  their  supporters  were  killed, 
a third  was  drowned  in  the  Ribble,  and  the  rest  took  to  flight.  Banaster’s 
company  then  returned  to  Preston  and  harried  the  gentry  and  the  trades- 
people. Presently  word  came  that  the  sheriff  was  approaching  with  the 
posse  comitatus."^  Sallying  forth  once  more,  the  insurgents  met  the  county 
force  at  Deepdale,  to  the  north-east  of  the  town  on  the  fringe  of  Eulwood 
forest.  In  less  than  an  hour  they  were  routed.  Several  of  the  leaders, 
including  Nicholas  de  Singleton,  were  slain  ; Sir  Thomas  Banaster  was 
taken  prisoner  ; ^ of  those  who  escaped,  Ralph  de  Bickerstaff  died  of  his 
wounds  in  Croston  church,  Adam  Banaster  and  Henry  de  Lea  concealed 
themselves  in  the  moors  of  Leyland,  while  William  de  Bradshaw  succeeded 
in  making  his  way  out  of  the  country.^ 

^ They  took  goods  to  the  value  of  300  marks;  m.  iid.  (5id.). 

“ According  to  m.  yd.,  on  2 Nov. 

^ The  force  is  said  to  have  numbered  about  300  (m.  ii).  With  the  sheriff  were 
Sir  William  de  Dacre,  Sir  John  and  Sir  Michael  de  Harrington. 

^ A Thomas  Banaster,  probably  this  Sir  Thomas,  the  brother  of  Sir  Adam 
Banaster,  was  brought  before  the  commissioners  of  oyer  and  terminer  on  24  Nov. 
1315  (see  above,  p.  xliv,  n.  i),  on  a charge  of  consenting  to  the  death  of  Henry  de 
Bury.  In  his  defence  he  said  he  was  a clerk  and  pleaded  his  orders,  but  as  no 
ordinary  came  to  demand  him,  he  was  committed  to  goal  (Coram  Rege  R.  299, 
Rex  m.  20).  He  was  still  “ imprisoned  at  Lancaster  for  the  death  of  Henry  de  Bury  ” 
on  24  Oct.  1317,  when  the  sheriff  was  ordered  to  allow  him  bail  till  the  next  assize 
{Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1313-18,  502).  Whether  further  proceedings  were  taken  against  him 
on  this  charge  I have  not  been  able  to  discover.  Sir  Thomas  was  afterwards  one 
of  Sir  William  de  Bradshaw’s  active  supporters  against  the  Hollands  (Coram  Rege  R. 
254,  mm.  i2d.,  17,  25). 

^ Cp.  mm.  II  and  12.  The  two  reports,  given  by  different  juries  on  different 
dates  (28  Oct.  and  3 Nov.),  seem  to  me  to  indicate  a single  encounter  between  the 
sheriff  and  the  rebels  after  Banaster’s  overthrow  of  Huddleston,  Vavasour,  and 
Waleys  ; but  Canon  Porteus  {Trans.  L.  <&-.  C.  Ant.  Soc.,  LV,  13)  thinks  that  they 
may  describe  two  separate  engagements  : one  in  which  Banaster  met  the  vanguard 
of  the  sheriff’s  army,  the  other  which  took  place  after  the  sheriff  had  arrived.  It 
is  true  that  the  sheriff  is  not  mentioned  in  the  later  presentment  as  being  with  Dacre 
and  the  Harringtons,  and  there  are  other  differences  of  detail  in  the  two  accounts. 
But  each  of  them  speaks  of  the  flight  of  Adam  Banaster  and  of  the  death  of  Ralph 
de  Bickerstafle  as  resulting  from  the  engagement  it  describes.  Further,  the  version 
given  on  m.  ii,  relating  to  what  Mr.  Porteus  describes  as  the  first  encounter,  appears 
to  indicate  the  complete  repulse  of  the  rebels,  five  of  their  leaders  being  killed,  and 
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After  this  Lancaster’s  adherents  proceeded  to  exact  retribution  from 
their  adversaries.  On  Thursday,  6 November,  the  Harringtons  and  the 
Dacres,  now  joined  by  Robert  de  Holland  and  his  brother  William,  with 
a great  following  of  horse  and  foot  reported  to  number  two  thousand, 
crossed  the  Ribble  into  Leyland  and  scoured  the  hundred  for  fugitives 
and  plunder.  Rebel  leaders  and  followers  alike  were  treated  by  lynch 
law.  Adam  Banaster  and  Henry  de  Lea  were  betrayed  on  the  nth 
to  one  section  of  the  force  under  William  de  Holland  and  Thurstan  de 
Norley  by  Henry  de  Eufurlong  at  whose  house  in  Charnock  Richard 
they  had  sought  refuge.  They  were  taken  to  Leyland  moor  where, 
“ by  the  order  of  the  earl  and  Robert  de  Holland  ",  they  were  beheaded. ^ 
Henry  Nightingale  was  captured  by  another  group  of  Holland’s  followers 
at  Horscar  near  Lathom  and,  " because  he  belonged  to  the  company  of 
Adam  Banaster,”  was  executed  at  Dalton  ; while  Roger  de  Lever  was 
seized  by  a third  party  at  Ainsworth  and  beheaded  at  Clayton  le  Woods 

the  prime  mover  of  the  revolt  being  forced  to  flee  ; so  that  a second  attack  upon 
them  would  be  unnecessary. 

A somewhat  different  narrative  of  the  defeat  of  Banaster’s  army  is  given  by  the 
monk  of  Malmesbury  {Chvon.  Edw.  I Edw.  II,  II,  214-15).  According  to  this 
Banaster  had  got  together  a force  of  800  men,  against  whom  the  earl’s  adherents 
(there  is  no  mention  of  the  sheriff  or  the  posse)  had  raised  about  600.  These  divided 
themselves  into  two  bands,  so  that  if  the  first  “ should  prove  inadequate,  the  second 
should  come  up  and  finish  the  business  ”.  Banaster  and  his  followers  are  said  to 
have  withstood  the  first  detachment  fiercely,  and,  the  chronicler  continues,  “ would 
doubtless  have  completely  dispersed  it  if  the  second  had  not  come  up  in  time  {recen- 
ter) ”.  Then,  “ seeing  their  adversaries  were  increasing  in  numbers  and  thinking 
there  were  many  more  at  hand,  they  began  to  weaken,  and  after  a little  while,  being 
unable  to  bear  the  onslaught  of  their  foes,  they  took  to  flight  ”. 

^ M.  II  (51).  Their  belongings,  which  included  two  haketons  with  gold  buckles, 
swords,  daggers,  and  a set  of  rosary  beads  {uno  paro  de  paternosters),  were  seized  by 
Thurstan  de  Norley.  The  accounts  of  Banaster’s  end  given  by  the  chroniclers  are 
all  at  variance  with  the  legal  record.  None  of  them  mentions  Henry  de  Lea.  The 
monk  of  Malmesbury  says  that  Banaster  was  found  lurking  in  a barn  which  his 
pursuers  surrounded  in  the  hope  of  capturing  him  alive  ; and  that  as  he  refused  to 
surrender,  a fight  ensued  in  which,  after  he  had  killed  some  of  his  assailants  and 
badly  wounded  others,  he  was  slain,  his  head  being  taken  to  the  earl  {Chron.  Edw.  I 
ây  Edw.  II,  II,  215).  The  canon  of  Bridlington  states  that  he  was  captured  and 
beheaded  by  earl  Thomas  {ibid.,  II,  48)  ; while,  according  to  the  Annals  of  London, 
he  was  executed  by  a commission  granted  to  Lancaster  by  the  king  {ibid.,  I,  236-7). 
It  would  appear  that  not  only  had  the  earl  no  part  in  the  execution,  but  he  was  un- 
aware that  it  had  taken  place.  A commission  of  oyer  and  terminer  in  connection 
with  the  homicides  and  other  crimes  committed  by  Banaster  and  his  associates 
was  indeed  issued  to  him  (and  others),  but  on  the  day  (12  Nov.)  after  Banaster  had 
been  put  to  death.  At  the  same  time  the  justices  of  Chester  and  north  Wales  were 
ordered  to  arrest  Banaster  if  he  could  be  found  in  their  bailiwicks.  Further  it  is 
evident  that  it  was  believed  that  the  leader  of  the  insurrection  was  still  at  large  a 
month  later,  for  on  16  Dec.  other  justices  were  associated  with  the  commission  in 
the  place  of  the  earl  who  was  stated  to  be  “ unable  to  attend  the  business  ” {Cal. 
Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  421). 
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for  the  same  reason  by  command  of  William  de  Holland^  In  addition, 
blackmail  was  levied  from  many  persons  who  were  deemed  to  be  sup- 
porters of  the  Banaster  faction.  More  than  £360,  in  sums  varying  from 
£5  to  100  marks,  was  extorted  by  Holland  himself  ; from  two  persons 
alone  goods  worth  500  marks  were  appropriated  by  his  brother  William.^ 
The  total  value  of  the  booty,  in  gold,  silver,  horses,  cattle,  corn,  and  cloth, 
exacted  from  the  men  of  the  hundred,  was  estimated  at  £5,000.^ 

The  revolt  crushed,  three  of  its  chief  instigators  dead,  another  in 
prison  and  a fifth  in  exile,  the  ascendancy  of  the  Holland  faction  was  for 
a time  complete,  and  for  the  next  five  or  six  years  the  more  violent  ele- 
ments of  the  party  pillaged  and  murdered  with  impunity.  In  1316  one 
of  the  Tetlows,  kinsmen  of  Sir  Robert,  killed  a chaplain  of  Manchester 
in  the  churchyard.  When  the  juries  of  West  Derby  and  Salford  brought 
the  homicide  to  the  notice  of  the  King’s  Bench  in  1323,  they  asserted 
that  the  murderer  had  obtained  letters  of  pardon  from  Sir  Robert  and 
the  earl  of  Lancaster  “ so  that  no  one  should  sue  against  him  on  the  king’s 
behalf  ”,  and  that  he  was  still  at  large  under  the  protection  of  those 
letters.^  In  1317  Hugh  de  Tyldesley  and  his  five  sons  burned  down  the 
house  of  Margaret  de  Worsley,  killed  her  servant  and  threw  his  body 
into  the  flames  ; ^ and  it  was  alleged  by  the  same  juries  that  Sir  Robert 
afterwards  paid  Margaret  a fine  of  £10  to  induce  her  not  to  take  legal 
proceedings  against  them.®  When  the  ends  of  justice  could  be  thwarted 
in  such  ways,  it  is  not  surprising  that  scores  of  crimes  went  unpunished. 
The  Hindleys  and  the  Ecclestons,  the  Parrs  and  the  Radcliffes,  William 
de  Fernleys,  Adam  Bletherhose,  and  Richard  de  Lowton  the  clerk — to 
name  only  a few — were  other  notorious  adherents  of  the  Hollands  who, 
individually  or  in  groups  of  varying  numbers,  committed  acts  of  violence 
of  which  they  were  not  convicted  until  the  coming  of  the  royal  judges  in 
1323.”^  Nor  were  their  transgressions  limited  to  outrages  upon  opponents 

1 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  ii  (51).  The  murder  of  Thomas  de  Urmston  on  18  Nov. 
(mm.  10,  rod.)  may  have  been  another  of  the  reprisals  which  followed  the  defeat  of 
the  rebels.  All  those  accused  of  the  crime  belonged  to  the  Holland  faction. 

2 Ibid.,  m.  21  (61). 

2 Ibid.,  m.  II  (51).  Cp.  Rot.  Pari.,  I,  402,  414  : appeals  of  Richard  de  Hoghton 
and  John  Banaster  of  Bank  in  Bretherton  for  commissions  to  inquire  into  the 
plunder  of  their  goods  by  the  supporters  of  the  earl  of  Lancaster. 

^ Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  10,  20.  In  the  former  reference  the  name  of  the 
culprit  is  given  as  Adam  de  Tetlow,  but  in  the  latter  as  Hugh  de  Tetlow. 

5 Ibid.,  mm.  9,  14  (50,  54). 

® Ibid.,  m.  20  (60).  Two  years  later  they  were  all  involved  in  a malicious  assault 
upon  a resident  of  Preston  (mm.  15,  17),  and  on  another  occasion  one  of  the  sons 
murdered  a servant  of  William  le  Boteler  at  Warrington  (mm.  3,  5,  8). 

’ E.g.,  in  July,  1321,  twelve  men,  including  William  de  Fernleys,  Adam  Blether- 
hose, Richard  de  Lowton,  Henry  de  Eccleston  and  two  members  of  the  Parr  family, 
broke  into  the  manor  house  of  Alan  de  Windle  at  Windle  and  robbed  him  of  jewelry 
and  woollen  and  linen  cloths  {ibid.,  m.  10). 
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or  peaceful  residents  ; the  confederates  sometimes  fought  amongst 
themselves.  It  was  presented  that  about  the  end  of  1321  a large  band 
led  by  two  of  the  Hindleys  met  Hugh  de  Tyldesley  and  his  company  at 
Chaddock  Hurst  and  engaged  in  a battle  in  which  four  of  the  latter  were 
killed.i 

It  was  just  about  that  time  that  Lancaster  was  making  preparations 
for  what  proved  to  be  his  final  conflict  with  the  king.  The  rallying  of 
his  tenants  and  their  dependants  in  Lancashire  would  naturally  be  part 
of  those  preparations,  and,  as  we  have  seen.  Sir  Robert  de  HoUand  through 
his  steward  Richard  de  Holland  of  Sutton  organized  a confederacy  of 
Lancastrians  at  Garswood.  The  oath  was  probably  taken  in  December, 
and  in  February  many  of  the  confederates  joined  Sir  Robert  at  Ravensdale. 
Some  of  the  leaders,  including  Sir  Richard  de  Holland  of  Cayley  and  John 
de  Holland,  afterwards  surrendered  to  the  king  along  with  Sir  Robert 
at  Derby.  Nevertheless  the  confederacy  was  not  broken  up.  Sir  Richard 
was  liberated  in  July,^  and  later  in  the  year  practically  all  those  who  had 
taken  the  oath  at  Garswood  were  members  of  a larger  association  led  by 
him  and  Richard  de  Holland  of  Sutton  against  Sir  William  de  Bradshaw. 

The  probable  reason  for  the  revived  activity  of  the  Holland  faction 
was  Bradshaw’s  return  from  exile.  After  his  flight  in  1315  he  had  been 
outlawed  for  failing  to  appear  to  answer  an  indictment  in  connection 
with  the  death  of  Henry  de  Bury,  and  though  his  outlawry  had  been 
annulled  in  1318  he  had  stayed  abroad,  possibly  because  he  did  not  know 
of  the  pardon,  or  because  he  felt  that  his  life  would  not  be  safe  in  Lanca- 
shire so  long  as  the  Hollands  held  the  upper  hand.  From  a statement 
made  by  a jury  in  November,  1323,^  he  must  have  returned  more  than  a 
year  before  that  date,  and  it  would  seem  that  the  overthrow  of  Lancaster 
and  the  imprisonment  of  Sir  Robert  de  Holland  had  prompted  his  decision 
to  do  so.  On  his  arrival  he  threw  himself  at  once  into  the  old  feud  with 
his  enemies. 

For  that  course  he  had  some  excuse.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
about  the  time  of  the  Banaster  rebellion  Sir  Robert  had  assumed  the 
lordship  of  the  wapentakes  of  West  Derby  and  Salford,  taking  the  rents 
of  the  free  tenants  and  other  profits,^  and  it  has  been  suggested  that  this 
may  have  been  the  immediate  cause  of  the  revolt.  Whether  Holland’s 
intrusion  was  sanctioned  by  the  earl  of  Lancaster  as  chief  lord  or  not, 
it  is  evident  that  before  the  annulment  of  Bradshaw’s  outlawry  Holland 
had  been  granted  the  mesne  lordship  over  the  manors  of  Haigh  and 
Blackrod  which  Bradshaw  held  in  right  of  his  wife  Mabel  ; for  in  an 
inquisition  de  anno  et  die  with  respect  to  those  manors,  taken  in  June 

1 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm,  4,  9. 

2 Cal.  F.R.,  i3ig-2y,  168  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  21 1.  An  order  for  the 
restitution  of  his  lands  was  made  on  12  July  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  571). 

2 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  I4d.  ^ See  above,  pp.  xlii-xliii. 
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1318,  it  was  testified  that  they  were  held  of  Sir  Robert  “ who  is  the  mesne 
lord  It  was  also  affirmed  that  after  the  lands  had  been  seized  by  the 
sheriff  in  consequence  of  the  outlawry,  they  had  been  demised  to  Peter 
de  Limesey  “ upon  whose  seisin  Mabel  de  Hagh  had  intruded  herself  ”, 
and  that  Peter  and  Mabel  had  had  the  year  and  day  for  which  they  were 
answerable  to  the  king.  This  inquest  was  followed  by  an  order  to  the 
sheriff  to  cause  Robert  de  Holland  to  have  seisin  of  the  manors,  although 
Bradshaw’s  outlawry  had  by  that  time  been  revoked.  When  Sir  William 
first  heard  of  these  proceedings  there  is  no  means  of  discovering,  but  if 
he  did  not  learn  about  them  while  he  was  abroad,  he  would  be  sure  to  hear 
of  them  soon  after  his  return,  and  they  could  not  but  be  regarded  by  him 
as  an  unjustifiable  usurpation  of  his  estate.  Even  if,  as  has  plausibly 
been  suggested,^  his  long  absence  and  the  ignorance  of  his  whereabouts 
had  created  the  assumption  that  he  was  dead,  he  might  well  have  con- 
sidered that  the  estates  ought  to  have  been  restored  to  his  wife.  His 
old  grievance  against  the  Hollands  would  be  intensified. 

For  whatever  reason,  Bradshaw  and  the  Hollands  were  soon  engaged 
in  relentless  hostilities.  Sir  Robert  was  still  in  prison  ; his  brother  Sir 
William  had  died  in  or  about  1321,  and  the  leadership  of  their  party  had 
devolved  upon  his  cousin  Sir  Richard  de  Holland  of  Cayley. ^ The  first 
encounter  to  which  a date  can  be  assigned  took  place  between  Sir  Richard 
and  Bradshaw  at  the  beginning  of  1323.  ” Within  three  days  after 

Epiphany  ” the  latter,  accompanied  by  William,  son  of  John  de  Bradshaw, 
William  de  Anderton  and  his  two  sons,  Richard  and  Robert  de  Worthing- 
ton and  others,  met  Sir  Richard  by  chance  in  Warrington.  An  altercation 
ensued,  ending  in  a broil  in  which  the  latter’s  squire  was  wounded  and 
two  of  his  horses  were  captured.^  Soon  afterwards  the  two  leaders  are 
found  to  have  rallied  their  forces  in  a war  of  mutual  revenge.  Before 
20  January  Bradshaw  had  assembled  his  companions  of  the  Warrington 
affray,  together  with  the  Banasters,  the  Mawdesleys,  the  Bickerstaffes, 
and  other  co-rebels  of  1315,  at  Blackrod,  of  which  he  had  somehow  gained 
possession.  There  they  were  all  bound  by  oath  to  live  and  die  together 
in  common  support  and  maintenance.  The  Holland  confederacy  was 
already  in  being,  but  according  to  one  account  the  members  were  bound 
by  a fresh  oath  on  12  February.^  However  that  may  have  been.  Sir 
Richard  with  about  thirty  of  his  allies  appeared  at  Blackrod  on  30  January 
with  the  intention  of  dislodging  their  adversaries.  In  this  they  were 
unsuccessful  and  had  to  retire  with  the  loss  of  two  men  who  were  slain 

1 The  whole  question  of  Holland’s  recovery  of  the  manors  and  the  position  of 
Mabel  de  Bradshaw  with  regard  to  them  is  carefully  discussed  by  Canon  Porteus  in 
Trans.  L.  6^  C.  Ant.  Soc.,  LV,  17-19. 

2 Son  of  Sir  William  de  Holland,  lord  of  Sharpies. 

3 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  i2d.,  2d.  (52d.,  4id.). 

^ Ibid.,  m.  20  (60). 
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by  the  arrows  of  the  defenders  ; but  some  months  later  they  attacked 
Bradshaw  at  Leyland  church  in  larger  numbers  and  killed  one  of  his 
servants^  The  vendetta  was  sustained  throughout  the  spring  and  the 
summer.  Members  of  the  Holland  confederacy  on  several  occasions 
forcibly  seized  Bradshaw’s  horses  laden  with  victuals.^  Their  opponents, 
led  by  Bradshaw  himself,  carried  off  deer  from  the  park  of  Thurstan  de 
Norley  and  beat  and  wounded  other  partisans  of  Holland  at  Pemberton 
and  Wigan.3  Five  of  Bradshaw’s  retainers  entered  the  latter  town, 
killed  Hugh  de  la  Lone,  robbed  John  Walt  hew  of  a cloak  “ of  which  they 
made  themselves  five  caps  ”,  and  kidnapped  his  brother  Robert  whom 
they  kept  imprisoned  at  Blackrod  for  three  days.^ 

Such  breaches  of  the  peace  were  serious  enough,  but  neither  side 
restricted  its  hostile  conduct  to  attacks  upon  the  confederates  of  the  other. 
It  was  testified  that  both  leaders  rode  with  their  hosts  through  the  county 
to  the  terror  of  peaceful  inhabitants  and  the  traders  in  markets  and  fairs. 
Bradshaw  and  his  men  molested  and  murdered  farmers  at  work  in  their 
fields  ; parties  of  Holland’s  company  broke  into  men’s  houses  and  stole 
their  goods.  ^ Worst  of  all,  these  lawless  bands  interfered  with  the  course 
of  justice.  In  July  Sir  Richard,  with  two  hundred  armed  men,  rode  into 
Preston  and  disturbed  the  assizes  being  held  by  John  Travers  and  his 
fellows,®  The  next  month  Sir  William  appeared  at  the  county  court 
with  sixty  men  and  prevented  Cecilia  le  Boteler  from  proceeding  with 
her  suit  against  him  for  the  death  of  her  husband,  so  that  the  jury — 
one  of  whom,  it  was  proved,  had  come  armed  in  support  of  Sir  William — 
“ gave  judgment  ” against  her  “ as  against  one  who  had  not  prosecuted 
her  appeal 

1 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  çd. 

2 Ibid.,  mm.  2,  4,  gd.,  10.  ^ mm.  i4d.,  lyd.  ; cp.  2d. 

^ Ibid.,  m.  I2d.  ® Ibid.,  m.  10, 

® Ibid.,  m.  18. 

Ibid.,  m,  17.  Sir  William  de  Bradshaw  was  convicted  and  committed  to  the 
marshal  {ibid.,  mm.  i4d.,  lyd.).  He  was  kept  a prisoner  in  Kenilworth  and  Ponte- 
fract castles  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-y,  399)  until  Aug.  1324,  when  he  was  liberated  on 
finding  surety  in  £200  for  his  good  behaviour,  and  had  his  lands  and  goods  restored 
to  him  {ibid.,  213,  308  ; Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  217).  In  the  following  year  he  was  twice 
summoned  to  serve  the  king  in  France  {Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  i,  700  ; Cal.  Pat. 
R.,  1324-2^,  169),  and  subsequently,  in  Nov.  1325  and  Feb.  1328,  he  attended 
parliament  as  a knight  of  the  shire  {Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  i,  339,  346  ; Return 
of  Members  of  Parliament,  1878,  pt.  i,  81).  His  continued  hostility  to  the  Hollands 
and  their  adherents  is  attested  by  several  cases  in  the  courts  (De  Banco  R.  273,  m. 
I2id.  ; Ass.  R.  1404,  mm.  24,  28),  and  probably  explains  why  he  supported  Henry 
earl  of  Lancaster  in  his  quarrel  with  queen  Isabella  and  Mortimer  who  favoured 
the  Hollands.  When  Henry  took  up  arms  against  Mortimer  in  January  1329, 
Bradshaw  was  one  of  his  retinue  who  entered  Bedford  and  abducted  the  sheriff 
{Cal.  Mise.  Inqs.,  II,  274,  275).  Orders  were  issued  for  his  arrest  and  the  seizure 
of  his  lands  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1327-30,  422  ; Cal.  F.  R.,  1327-3? > ; but,  if  appre- 

hended, he  once  more  recovered  his  freedom,  for  he  again  represented  the  county 
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The  Weakness  of  the  Normal  County  Organization  for  the 
Maintenance  of  Order 

While  illegal  combinations,  conspiracy  and  maintenance  constituted 
the  most  serious  threat  to  public  security,  innumerable  outrages — assaults, 
murders,  abductions,  arson,  housebreaking,  thefts  of  livestock  and 
merchandise — were  perpetrated  by  individuals  or  small  groups.  The 
presentments  made  before  the  justices  in  1323  show  that  while  practically 
every  year  since  the  beginning  of  the  reign  had  produced  its  crop  of  un- 
punished, and  probably  unindicted,  crimes,  the  number  of  these  had 
enormously  increased  since  the  battle  of  Boroughbridge.  In  particular, 
there  had  been  a serious  recrudescence  of  vert  and  venison  trespasses. 
The  forests  of  Bleasdale,  Wyresdale,  and  Fulwood,  the  chases  of  Black- 
burnshire,  the  parks  of  Myerscough,  Toxteth,  Healey,  Pimbo,  Linhale, 
Musbury — now  forfeit  to  the  crown  by  the  treason  of  Lancaster  and 
Holland — were  spoiled  of  their  deer  and  timber,  and  the  vaccaries  of 
Rossendale,  Pendle,  and  Trawden  were  depleted  of  their  livestock.^  It 
was  clear  that  a state  of  affairs  had  arisen  with  which  the  local  organiza- 
tion for  the  maintenance  of  the  law  was  inadequate  to  deal. 

The  responsibility  for  the  preservation  of  the  peace  within  a county 
rested  primarily  upon  the  sheriff  and  secondarily  upon  the  hundred  bailiffs. 
As  the  king’s  representative,  the  former  presided  over  the  county  court 
and  the  special  sessions  of  the  hundred  courts  at  which  the  tourns  were 
held  twice  a year.  He  had  to  see  that  the  necessary  juries  for  those  tri- 
bunals were  empanelled,  and  receive  from  them  presentments  of  felonies 
and  trespasses  which  came  within  their  knowledge  or  were  reported  by 
the  townships  or  the  bailiffs.  He  also  heard  “ appeals  ” or  accusations 
brought  against  individuals  for  theft,  murder,  rape,  arson,  and  the  like 
offences  committed  against  the  appellants  or  their  near  relatives.  On 
presentment  or  appeal,  it  was  his  duty  to  order  the  accused  or  suspected 
persons  to  be  arrested.  The  hundred  bailiffs  had  a similar  responsibility 
in  connection  with  the  ordinary  hundred  courts  over  which  they  presided. 

in  parliament  in  Nov.  1330  and  Sept.  1331  [Return  of  Members  of  Pari.,  pt.  i,  92,  94). 
On  16  Aug.  1333  he  was  killed  at  Newton  in  Makerfield  in  an  affray  with  partisans 
of  the  Holland  faction,  a number  of  whom,  including  eight  members  of  the  Radclifie 
family,  were  indicted  for  his  death  (see  T.  C.  Porteus,  “ The  Mysterious  Murder  of 
Sir  William  de  Bradshaigh  ”,  in  Trans.  L.  & C.  Ant.  Soc.,  LVI).  His  adversary. 
Sir  Richard  de  Holland,  did  not  appear  before  the  court  at  Wigan  and  the  sheriff 
was  ordered  to  bring  him  up  on  the  octaves  of  Hilary  (Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  pd.) . 
He  was  apparently  convicted,  for  subsequently,  along  with  John  de  Holland,  a 
younger  son  of  Sir  Robert,  he  received  a pardon  on  condition  of  serving  the  king  in 
his  wars,  and  on  7 Jan.  1325,  they  were  both  summoned  to  serve  in  Guienne  [Pari. 
Writs,  I 692). 

1 Ass.  R.  425,  mm.  i9d.-22  ; Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  24,  24d.,  28-3od.  ; cp. 
[Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-7 > 27). 
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In  addition,  both  the  sheriff  and  (in  Lancashire  and  certain  other  counties) 
the  hundred  bailiffs  could,  on  their  own  initiative,  apprehend  persons 
whom  they  knew  or  believed  to  have  committed  crimes.  They  had 
power  to  raise  the  hue  and  cry  in  pursuit  of  felons,  and  in  case  of  riot  or 
rebellion  the  sheriff  could,  if  necessary,  call  upon  all  the  able-bodied  men 
in  the  county  to  assist  him  in  arresting  lawbreakers.  Though  neither 
the  sheriff  nor  the  bailiffs  had  normally  any  authority  to  try  felonies  and 
serious  breaches  of  the  peace — such  offences  being  “ pleas  of  the  crown  ” 
— they  were,  it  would  seem,  armed  with  sufficient  power  to  ensure  that 
culprits  were  brought  before  the  king’s  justices.  That  they  often  failed 
in  this  respect  was  due  to  several  causes. 

Juries  were  sometimes  unwilling  or  afraid  to  indict  offenders.  In- 
stances of  intimidation  in  Lancashire  have  already  been  noted.  ^ More 
often  transgressors  evaded  judgment  owing  to  the  slowness  with  which 
the  machinery  of  justice  worked.  Before  a presentment  could  be  made, 
and  even  after  the  order  for  an  arrest  had  been  given,  many  a criminal 
had  time  to  remove  himself  out  of  the  county,  so  that  when  the  royal 
justices  appeared  the  sheriff  had  to  report  that  he  could  not  be  found. 
Thirdly,  culprits  often  escaped  owing  to  the  negligence  or  connivance  of 
the  officers  themselves.  Probably  the  Lancashire  sheriffs  and  bailiffs 
were  not  more  culpable  in  this  respect  than  their  counterparts  in  other 
counties,  but  in  their  case  .there  were  special  circumstances,  arising  out 
of  the  peculiar  relation  in  which  they  stood  to  the  earl  of  Lancaster, 
which  militated  against  the  efficient  and  impartial  prosecution  of  law- 
breakers— a point  which  calls  for  some  explanation  before  specific  charges 
of  corruption  and  malfeasance  brought  against  the  Lancashire  officers 
are  considered. 

In  most  counties  the  crown’s  control  over  the  officials  could  be  made 
effective.  The  sheriff  was  nominated  by  the  crown,  and  if  he  proved 
incompetent  or  displeased  the  king  in  any  way,  he  could  be  instantly 
dismissed  or  punished  by  legal  process.  The  hundred  bailiffs  were  like- 
wise answerable  to  the  king  for  the  part  which  they  played  in  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  law.  By  whatever  means  they  held  their  office,  whether  by 
hereditary  right,  or  by  the  nomination  of  a lord  who  had  the  franchise 
of  the  hundred,  or  by  the  sheriff’s  appointment,  they  were  the  king’s 
bailiffs,  sworn  in  the  county  court  to  execute  the  king’s  commands.  In 
delivering  writs,  levying  distresses,  apprehending  or  attaching  accused 
persons  and  litigants,  they  acted  as  the  king’s  agents,  doing  the  king’s 
business  ; and  if  they  failed  in  their  duty  they  could  be  called  to  account 
in  the  royal  courts.  Thus  the  sheriff  and  his  assistants  were  linked 
together  in  common  obedience  to  the  crown.  In  Lancashire,  however, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  both  the  lordship  and  the  shrievalty  of  the  county 
were  the  hereditary  possessions  of  the  earl  of  Lancaster  who  was  the 

^ See  above,  p.  li. 
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king’s  enemy,  the  loyalty  of  the  administrative  officers  was  divided,  and 
tlie  crown’s  control  over  them  therefore  less  complete.  The  shrieval 
functions  were  discharged  by  a deputy  who,  though  ultimately  responsible 
to  the  king,  was  at  the  same  time  the  earl’s  servant.  The  principal 
officers  of  the  hundreds  were  also  to  a large  extent  under  the  earl’s  influ- 
ence. In  West  Derby  and  Blackburn,  where  the  duty  of  preserving  the 
peace  was  in  each  case  shared  by  a royal  serjeant  of  fee  and  a seignorial 
bailiff,  the  latter  was  the  nominee  of  the  earl  or  his  deputy  ; in  the 
remaining  four  wapentakes  which  were  served  by  single  bailiffs,  two  were 
hereditary  officers,  the  others  farmed  their  office  from  the  earl.^  Hence 
half  of  the  hundred  bailiffs  owed  their  position  to  the  earl’s  or  his  deputy’s 
appointment,  while  all  of  them  were  subject  to  the  acting  sheriff’s  direc- 
tion. Lancaster’s  influence  in  the  county  was  consequently  very  power- 
ful, and,  when  it  suited  his  purpose,  could  be  used  in  opposition  to  the 
crown  and  to  thwart  the  ends  of  justice.  Attention  has  already  been 
drawn  to  cases  of  intervention  by  him  and  his  henchman  Sir  Robert  de 
Holland  to  protect  their  followers  from  the  consequences  of  their  crimes,^ 
and  it  is  not  improbable  that  the  impunity  with  which  the  Holland 
faction  pursued  reprisals  against  their  opponents  for  so  long  after  the 
Banaster  revolt  was  due  to  the  fear  or  unwillingness  of  the  acting  sheriff 
and  his  subordinates  to  take  action  against  them. 

Apart,  however,  from  any  inducement  to  partiality  to  which  the 
deputy  sheriffs  and  bailiffs  of  the  county  may  have  been  subjected,  there 
is  abundant  evidence  that  they  were  open  to  the  same  charges  of  venality 
and  misconduct  as  were  repeatedly  brought  in  those  days  against  local 
officials  throughout  the  kingdom.  The  corruption,  oppressions,  and 
extortions  of  ministers  in  charge  of  shires  and  wapentakes  were  matters 
of  common  complaint  ; so  much  so  that  in  the  parliament  of  York,  1318, 
the  barons  and  commons  joined  in  requesting  the  king  to  remove  aU 
sheriffs  and  institute  an  inquiry  into  their  conduct  and  that  of  those  in 
authority  under  them.  Most  of  the  sheriffs  were  dismissed,^  but  further 
complaints  two  years  later  led  to  the  appointment  of  commissioners  of 
oyer  and  terminer  to  try  their  successors  and  lesser  officials.^  The 
corresponding  Lancashire  officers  escaped  these  disciplinary  measures 
probably  owing  to  the  hereditary  character  of  the  shrievalty  ; but  after 
earl  Thomas’s  death  the  crown  recovered  sole  control  over  the  county 
administration,  and  the  inquiries  instituted  by  Edward  in  the  autumn  of 
1323  revealed  malpractices  in  which  the  sheriffs  and  many  of  the  bailiffs 
who  had  held  office  during  the  preceding  six  or  seven  years  were 
implicated. 

1 See  G.  H.  Tupling,  The  Royal  and  Seignorial  Bailiffs  of  Lancashire,  Ch.  Ill 
{Chetham  Miscellanies,  N.S.  VIII). 

2 See  above,  p.  xlviii. 

2 Tout,  Edward  II,  116. 


^ Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1317-21,  548-9. 
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Since  Michaelmas  1317  the  shrieval  functions  had  been  exercised 
successively  by  Henry  de  Malton,  William  le  Gentil,  and  Robert  de 
LeyburnA  All  of  them  were  arraigned  for  allowing  bail  to  “ notorious 
thieves  ” who  were  not  legally  entitled  to  bail  A Other  irregularities 
imputed  to  them  and  their  underlings  suggest  the  reason  for  this  per- 
version of  the  law.  Of  Henry  de  Malton,  for  example,  it  was  asserted 
that  when  persons  were  indicted  of  felonies  and  breaches  of  the  peace 
before  him  at  the  tourn,  “ he  permitted  them  to  be  at  large  and  would  not 
arrest  or  attach  them  because  of  their  bribes  ; and  if  he  did  attach  any, 
he  released  them  in  consideration  of  their  bribes  ” ; ^ while  of  William  de 
Smallwood,  the  king’s  bailiff  of  Lonsdale,  it  was  presented  that  after 
apprehending  three  persons  engaged  in  a night  robbery,  he  accepted 
“ their  offer  ” to  let  them  go  free.^  Because  of  such  practices,  declared 
more  than  one  jury,  the  men  of  the  county  refrained  from  indicting  other 
felons.^ 

It  was  bad  enough  when  the  cupidity  of  the  officers  shielded  the  guilty  ; 
it  was  worse  when  it  caused  the  innocent  to  suffer.  Men  were  arrested  or 
distrained  upon  for  no  other  reason  than  to  extort  money  from  them. 
Ranulf  de  Singleton  was  “ maliciously  and  without  indictment  ” seized 
by  William  le  Gentil  and  kept  a prisoner  until  he  ransomed  himself  by  a 
fine  of  forty  shillings.®  A stranger  from  Salfordshire  in  the  market 
place  of  Warrington  was  accused  by  a bailiff  of  being  a cutpurse  and 
compelled  to  pay  five  shillings  to  avoid  being  arrested."^  Three  cows 
were  taken  and  detained  from  Richard  de  Hulton  of  Ordsall  by  the 
bailiffs  of  Salford  “ under  colour  of  their  office  and  without  warrant  ” ; ® 
and  similar  illegal  distraints  were  said  to  have  been  levied  habitually  by 
an  officer  of  Lonsdale  for  the  sake  of  the  payments  he  demanded  for  the 
release  of  the  property  impounded.® 

In  the  part  which  they  played  in  selecting  men  for  jury  service  these 
agents  of  the  law  found  additional  opportunities  for  profit.  The  panels 
from  which  the  jurors  were  sworn  were  drawn  up  by  the  bailiffs,  the 
final  selection  being  made  by  the  sheriff  or  his  representative.  Only 
freeholders  could  legally  be  called  upon  to  serve  : by  a law  of  1285  the 
panels  were  to  include  not  more  than  twenty-four  men,  having  freehold 
estates  of  the  annual  value  of  twenty  shillings  within  the  county  or  of 

1 Henry  de  Malton,  deputy  sheriff  from  Michaelmas  1317  to  5 Oct,  1320  ; William 
le  Gentil,  from  5 Oct.  1320  to  13  March  1322  ; Robert  de  Leyburn  from  13  March 
1322  to  10  Feb.  1323. 

2 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  32,  34  (72,  74).  ^ m.  34  (74). 

^ Ibid.,  m.  33d.  (73d.)  ; Ass.  R.  425,  m.  13. 

® Coram  Rege  R.  254,  mm.  32,  34  (72,  74). 

® Ibid.,  m.  33  (73)  ; Ass.  R.  425,  m.  14. 

’ Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  3d.  (43d.). 

® Ibid.,  mm.  32d.,  33  ; Ass.  R.  425,  m.  i5d. 

® Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  33  d.  ; Ass.  R.  425,  m.  13. 
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forty  shillings  outside,  and  not  being  incapacitated  by  age  or  infirmityA 
But  all  these  limitations  were  ignored  by  the  Lancashire  officers,  two  of 
the  recent  sheriffs  and  more  than  a score  of  their  subordinates  being 
convicted  of  infringements  of  one  kind  or  another.  A bailiff  of  Amoun- 
derness  empanelled  men  with  less  than  the  statutory  minimum  of  free- 
hold land  ; ^ two  others  of  Salford  summoned  leaseholders  who  had  no 
freehold  property  at  all.^  Nearly  all  made  a practice  of  enrolling  more 
than  twenty-four  potential  jurors,  since  the  more  they  summoned  the 
greater  the  amount  of  money  they  were  able  to  draw  from  those  unwilling 
to  serve.^  In  one  hundred  at  least  the  well-to-do  freeholders  purchased 
continued  immunity  by  annual  payments  which  were  enforced  by  dis- 
traint.^ In  consequence  of  these  irregularities  the  burden  of  jury  service 
was  thrown  upon  landholders  of  inferior  social  standing,  more  likely 
than  their  betters  to  be  amenable  to  illicit  influence.® 

; The  Commissioners  of  the  Peace 

During  the  reign  of  Edward  I attempts  had  been  made  to  reinforce 
the  shire  machinery  for  the  maintenance  of  order  by  the  appointment 
of  special  commissions  to  search  out  malefactors  and  detain  them  for 
trial  by  the  royal  justices.  One  type  of  commission,  which  came  to  be 
known  as  the  commission  of  trailbaston,  was  directed  against  the  gangs 
of  marauders  who  “ committed  homicides,  plunderings,  incendiarism, 
and  other  damages  ” and  intimidated  juries.'^  Another,  of  wider  scope, 
was  devised  to  enforce  the  statute  of  Winchester  which  had  placed  upon 
the  hundreds  the  responsibility  for  all  breaches  of  the  peace  within  their 
limits.  In  1287  two  or  three  knights  were  assigned  in  each  county  to 
inquire  whether  the  provisions  of  the  statute  were  being  kept,®  and  a 

1 Stat.  Westminster  II,  c.  38.  2 Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  34  (74). 

3 Ass.  R.  425,  m.  7. 

^ A bailiff  of  Lonsdale,  for  example,  caused  thirty  or  forty  men  to  be  summoned 
and  “ demanded  that  they  should  give  him  payment  so  that  he  might  excuse  them 
and  trouble  others  ” (Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  33.  Cp.  a similar  charge  brought 
against  a bailiff  of  West  Derby,  ibid.,  m.  32!. 

® Ibid.,  m,  33  ; Ass.  R.  425,  m,  16. 

® As  a further  instance  of  the  way  in  which  landholders  were  subject  to  the 
arbitrary  power  of  the  sheriff  and  his  assistants  in  the  making  of  juries  may  be  cited 
the  presentment  of  the  West  Derby  and  Leyland  jurors  who  accused  Henry  de 
Malton  of  empanelling  men  without  warning  or  summons  and  of  causing  them  to  be 
so  empanelled  by  the  bailiffs,  with  the  result  that  they  were  fined  for  non-appearance 
(Coram  Rege  R.  254,  m.  34). 

’ “ Trailbastons  ” were  men  with  clubs  or  bludgeons.  The  first  commission 
of  this  kind  assigned  to  Lancashire  was  granted  on  12  Mar.  1305  to  Miles  Stapleton 
and  John  de  Byron  {Cal.  F.  R.,  12^ 2-1307,  504).  About  a month  later  justices  were 
appointed  to  hear  and  determine  felonies  and  trespasses  on  which  inquisitions  had 
been  made  [ibid.,  505). 

* Pari.  Writs,  I,  388-9.  Those  assigned  to  Lancashire  were  Robert  de  Har- 
rington, John  de  Byron,  and  Robert  de  Holland. 
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few  years  later  they  were  spoken  of  as  custodes  pacisd  After  the  accession 
of  Edward  II  commissions  to  “keepers  of  the  peace”  were  frequently 
appointed.  From  the  language  of  the  writs  there  can  be  little  doubt 
that  the  commissioners  were  intended  to  supplement  and  act  as  a check 
upon  the  sheriff  and  his  subordinates.  In  December  1307,  and  again 
in  March  1308,  for  example,  two  or  three  men  were  elected  in  each  county 
to  serve  in  conjunction  with  the  sheriff,  and  in  the  second  instance  were 
authorized  to  arrest,  and  keep  in  custody  until  the  king  should  otherwise 
command  all  bailiffs  and  constables  who  disobeyed  their  orders.^  In  the 
writs  of  5 June  1314,  complaint  was  made  that  great  outrages  which 
had  been  committed  by  conventicles  and  other  unlawful  assemblies 
had  “ not  been  duly  repressed  by  the  sheriffs  and  other  officers  and 
ministers  of  the  king  ”,  and  the  sheriffs  were  no  longer  associated  with 
the  knights  nominated  to  be  keepers  ; instead  writs  of  aid  and  venire 
facias  were  addressed  to  the  sheriffs  directing  them  to  attend  upon  and 
obey  the  conservators  whenever  they  were  required  to  do  so.  The 
keepers  were  instructed  to  inquire  by  the  oath  of  good  and  legal  men 
concerning  all  offences  against  the  peace,  to  apprehend,  with  the  aid  of 
the  posse  if  necessary,  all  persons  against  whom  indictments  should  be 
found,  and  to  send  a monthly  report  to  the  council  of  their  proceedings 
with  the  names  of  the  malefactors.^ 

It  may  be  doubted,  however,  whether  the  new  commissions  had  much 
effect  in  reducing  crime.  From  the  admonitions  which  the  government 
frequently  addressed  to  the  keepers,  it  would  seem  that  they  failed  to 
make  full  use  of  the  powers  entrusted  to  them.  In  an  order  of  i April 
1310  the  king,  having  been  “ given  to  understand  that  they  had  been 
remiss  in  their  duties,”  informed  them  that  he  intended  to  institute 
inquiries  as  to  their  conduct,^  and  four  years  later  justices  were  actually 
appointed  in  the  several  counties  or  groups  of  counties,  not  only  to  find 
out  whether  the  conservators  and  sheriffs  had  acted  “ with  due  diligence  ”, 
but  also  to  punish  them  “ according  to  the  gravity  of  their  demerits  ”.^ 
Since  December  1307  the  keepers  for  Lancashire  had  been  Sir  Robert  de 
Lathom  and  Sir  John  de  Byron.®  Whether  in  their  case  any  such 
investigation  was  carried  out  is  not  apparent,  and  there  seems  to  be  no 
means  of  discovering  how  they  discharged  their  functions  ; but  the 
appointment  of  Robert  de  Lathom,  who  was  a military  tenant  of  the 
earl  of  Lancaster,  had  family  connections  with  the  Hollands,  and,  by 

1 E.  H.  R.,  XL,  413-14. 

2 p ^ ijoy-ij,  29-30,  53-54;  Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  11-12. 

3 Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  122-4  Î Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  74-6. 

^ Cal.  Cl.  R.,  130^-13,  204  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  i,  44. 

• ^ Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  128-30  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2.  pt.  ii,  76. 

® They  were  first  appointed  on  24  Dec.  1307,  receiving  fresh  commissions  on 
17  Mar.  1308,  13  April  1314,  and  5 June  1314  (Cal.  Pat.  R.,  i3oy-i3,  29-30,  53-54  ; 
1313-iy,  107-8,  122). 
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virtue  of  his  territorial  possessions,  was  probably  the  more  influential  of 
the  two  custodes,  was  not  calculated  to  ensure  the  rigorous  and  impartial 
pursuit  of  criminals  A 

Until  1321  the  number  of  guardians  assigned  to  each  county  remained 
at  two  or  threeA  Towards  the  end  of  that  year,  when  Edward  was  at 
last  pursuing  a vigorous  policy  against  the  insurgent  barons,  he  appointed 
two  commissioners  in  each  hundred  of  Hertfordshire  and  Essex  to  assist 
the  chief  conservators  of  those  counties,^  which  had  been  thrown  into  a 
state  of  confusion  by  the  ravages  of  the  retainers  who  accompanied  the 
barons  on  their  way  to  the  parliament  at  Westminster.^  This  precedent 
was  in  1323  followed  in  Lancashire,  to  cope  with  the  disorders  which  had 
multiplied  there  during  the  previous  three  years.  Many  of  the  male- 
factors indicted  “ before  the  king  ” at  Wigan  were  still  at  large  and  it 
was  in  an  effort  to  bring  them  to  justice  that  on  2 November,  while 
the  court  was  in  session,  four  “ chief  keepers  of  the  peace  ” for  the 
county  were  elected  and  from  four  to  six  sub-keepers  for  the  several 
hundreds.^ 

How  far  this  body  of  thirty-one  guardians  were  successful  in  tracking 
down  fugitive  felons  cannot  be  ascertained.  It  may  be  that  some  of 
the  prisoners  who  were  punished  at  later  sessions  of  the  Bench  were 
apprehended  by  them,  and  possibly  the  fact  that  only  two  keepers  were 
nominated  when  the  next  commission  for  the  county  was  issued  in 
1325  ® may  point  to  the  government’s  belief  that  the  late  disturbances 


1 Sir  Robert  de  Lathom  held  the  manors  of  Knowsley  (by  knight  service), 
Lathom,  and  Roby,  of  the  earldom,  and  the  manors  of  Childwall  and  Anglezark  of 
the  barony  of  Manchester.  His  daughter  Joan  married  William  de  Holland  of 
Euxton,  and  his  son  had  been  the  husband  of  Ellen,  “ the  lady  of  Tarbock  ”,  whose 
manor  was  plundered  by  the  Banaster  rebels  in  1315  (see  above,  p.  xlv).  Sir  John 
de  Byron  was  lord  of  the  manor  of  Clayton  and  held  lands  in  Ancoats,  Withington, 
Rochdale,  and  Oldham. 

2 Sir  John  de  Byron  died  before  Easter  1318,  and  in  the  following  May  Simon 
de  Holland  and  Robert  de  Shireburne  were  commissioned  for  Lancashire,  being 
succeeded,  in  June  1320,  by  Robert  de  Lathom,  Thomas  Travers,  and  William 
Gentil  [Cal.  Pat.  R.,  i3iy-2i,  176,  461). 

3 Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1 321-4,  60-1.  The  expenses  of  the  commissioners  were  to  be 
defrayed  by  an  assessment  on  the  inhabitants  of  the  respective  hundreds. 

^ Sir  Jas.  H.  Ramsay,  Genesis  of  Lancaster,  I,  117.  The  estates  of  the  Despensers 
had  been  specially  marked  for  devastation. 

5 Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  382.  The  nominations  may  have  been  made  in  the  first 
instance  in  the  king’s  court  at  Wigan.  The  roll  records  on  m.  30  (70)  a memo- 
randum giving  the  names  of  four  capitales  custodes  pacis  in  comitatu,  and  four 
subcustodes  in  each  of  the  six  hundreds.  But  the  entry  is  cancelled  ; the  names 
differ  slightly  from  those  enumerated  in  the  commission  of  2 Nov.,  and  instead  of 
four  sub-keepers  six  in  West  Derby  and  five  in  Salfordshire  were  actually  appointed. 
See  p.  108. 

® On  27  Aug.  a commission  of  the  peace  pursuant  to  the  Statute  of  Winchester 
was  issued  to  John  de  Harrington  and  Thomas  de  Lathom  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1324-y,  231)  ; 
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had  been  abated.  But  the  improvement,  if  there  was  any,  was  only 
temporary.  Six  months  later  the  new  keepers  received  a mandate  “ to 
be  more  active  in  dispersing  unlawful  assemblies  ”,  as  it  appeared  that 
“ these  evils  are  now  more  frequent  than  before  their  appointment 
Indeed,  the  forces  of  social  disruption  which  had  been  let  loose  during  the 
past  twenty  years  were  not  to  be  allayed  for  nearly  two  centuries  longer. 

In  the  first  year  of  Edward  Ill’s  reign  the  appointment  of  conservators 
in  every  shire  was  ordered  by  parliament,  and  from  that  time  onwards 
they  became  a regular  addition  to  the  police  organization  of  most  counties. 
From  about  the  middle  of  the  century  they  were  raised  to  the  status  of 
justices,  by  being  given  power  to  try  offenders,  as  well  as  the  duty  of 
discovering  them  and  committing  them  to  custody.^  Ultimately  the 
commission  of  the  peace  came  to  be  an  effective  instrument  for  the 
preservation  of  order,  but  it  could  only  become  so  if  and  when  the  com- 
missioners were  backed  by  a strong  central  government  and  were  them- 
selves law-abiding  subjects.  In  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries 
these  conditions  were  lacking.  The  authority  of  the  king  and  the  council 
was  weakened  by  the  continual  struggles  between  factions  of  the  nobility 
who  strove  to  control  the  administration  for  their  own  ends,  while  the 
keepers  or  justices  of  the  peace  were  too  often  retainers  of  the  nobles,  and 
always  chosen  from  the  ranks  of  the  lesser  gentry  whose  personal  squabbles 
were  responsible  for  much  of  the  prevailing  lawlessness.  In  Lancashire 
there  were  additional  reasons  to  account  for  the  long  continuance  of 
disorder. 

On  the  accession  of  Edward  III  the  attainder  of  earl  Thomas  was 
annulled  and  the  earldom  of  Lancaster  reverted  to  his  brother  Henry. 
One  result  of  this  was  that  the  old  hostility  between  the  local  opponents 
and  supporters  of  the  house  of  Lancaster  blazed  out  afresh  and  the  state 
of  the  county  was  soon  almost  as  bad  as  in  the  worst  years  of  the  previous 
reign.  Outrages  by  armed  bands  multiplied  to  such  an  extent  ^ that  the 

but  on  the  following  day  John  de  Harrington  and  Richard  de  Hoghton  were  com- 
missioned “ to  pursue  and  arrest  disturbers  of  the  peace  ” {ibid.,  228)  ; and  in  Feb. 
1326  they  were  described  as  “ commissioners  of  the  peace  ” {ibid.,  285). 

^ Ibid.,  285.  “ For  the  better  performance  of  their  duty  ” the  keepers  were 

given  power  to  punish  “ contumacious  persons  by  grievous  amercements  ”, 

2 By  an  ordinance  of  1380,  made  in  response  to  a petition  of  the  commons  in 
parliament,  the  justices  of  the  peace  were  not  only  entrusted  with  the  execution 
of  the  statutes  of  Winchester,  Northampton,  and  Westminster,  but  also  given  power 
to  search  out  and  punish  persons  who  rode  about  in  armed  companies  to  waylay  and 
assault  people,  or  used  livery  for  the  purposes  of  conspiracy  and  maintenance  ; Rot. 
Pari,  III,  83. 

3 A few  incidents  recorded  in  the  middle  years  of  the  reign  may  be  cited  by  way 
of  illustration  : in  1343  one  armed  company  intimidated  the  bailiffs  and  prevented 
them  from  executing  the  king’s  writs  (Ass.  R.  430,  m.  2 id.)  ; in  1345  another  pre- 
vented the  holding  of  the  assizes  at  Liverpool  and  slew  some  twenty-seven  of  their 
enemies  in  the  presence  of  the  justices  {Trans.  L.  &>  C.  Hist.  Soc.,  LXXXV,  71 
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government  deemed  it  necessary  to  increase  the  number  of  keepers  of  the 
peace  to  forty-one  in  1345  ^ and  to  sixty  in  1350.^  A further  consequence 
of  the  restoration  of  the  house  of  Lancaster  was  that  the  authority  of  the 
central  executive  in  the  county  was  again  weakened,  and,  indeed,  before 
long  almost  completely  abrogated.  In  the  first  place,  Henry  not  only 
recovered  with  the  earldom  all  the  privileges  formerly  enjoyed  by  Thomas, 
but  either  then  or  soon  afterwards  was  granted  the  return  of  all  writs, 
the  trial  of  all  pleas  of  withernam,  and  the  right  to  receive  all  fines  and 
amercements  imposed  on  his  men  and  tenants  in  the  king’s  courts.^ 
Thus  the  system  of  dual  control  over  the  county  administration  was 
renewed,  and  the  courts  and  officers  of  the  earl  came  once  more  into 
conflict  with  those  of  the  crown. ^ After  several  disputes  Henry  obtained 
further  concessions  ^ which  placed  the  administrative  functions  of  the 
royal  courts  entirely  in  the  hands  of  his  officials.  Finally,  by  the  grant  of 
palatine  rights,  Henry’s  successors  became  practically  independent  rulers 
of  Lancashire.  Henry  of  Grosmont,  on  being  raised  to  the  dignity  of  a 
dukedom,  was  permitted  to  have  his  own  chancery  and  to  appoint  his  own 
judges  to  try  pleas  of  the  crown  ; and  though  these  additional  franchises 
lapsed  on  his  death  in  1361,  they  were  revived  in  favour  of  his  son-in-law 
John  of  Gaunt  in  1377.  For  the  greater  part  of  the  second  half  of  the 
century  the  jurisdiction  of  the  dukes  in  the  county  was  limited  only 
by  the  royal  prerogative  of  pardon  and  the  right  of  the  crown  to  correct 
errors  of  justice.®  The  unwisdom  of  the  creation  of  this  subordinate 
“ regality  ” was  seen  in  the  frequent  petitions  to  parliament  by  the 
inhabitants  for  the  protection  of  their  lives  and  property  which  the  ducal 
courts  failed  to  ensure."^  Nor  did  the  accession  of  John  of  Gaunt’s  heir 

seqq.)  ; in  1347  a third  invaded  Lancaster  fair,  wounded  and  robbed  some  of  the 
traders  and  carried  off  others  to  ransom  {Cal.  Pat.  R.  1345-y,  382)  ; and  about 
the  same  time  a fourth  plundered  Whalley  Abbey,  taking  away,  it  was  alleged, 
£1,000  in  money  and  valuables  worth  ;^3,ooo  which  had  been  deposited  there  for 
safe  keeping  by  Queen  Isabella  {ibid.,  49,  393). 

1 Cal.  Pat.  R , 1343-5,  509-10.  2 1348-50,  533. 

3 W.  Hardy,  Charters  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  1. 

^ E.g.,  Robert  de  Radcliffe,  deputy  sheriff,  1337-42,  attempted  to  exclude  the 
royal  escheator  from  the  county  and  tried  to  prevent  appeals  being  taken  from  the 
county  to  the  king’s  courts  in  defiance  . of  the  king’s  writs  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1341-3,  275, 
551)  ; while  the  bailiffs  of  five  of  the  six  hundreds  refused  to  carry  out  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  king’s  collectors  of  the  wool  subsidy  {ibid.,  492). 

5 By  a charter  of  1342  he  was  given  the  right  to  execute  summonses  of  the 
exchequer  and  to  make  all  attachments  arising  out  of  pleas  of  the  crown  ; W.  Hardy, 
op.  cit.,  1.  ^ Ibid.,  g-11,  32-4. 

’ Rot.  Pari.,  HI,  42-3,  201,  440,  624.  The  scant  respect  shown  for  both  royal 
and  palatine  authority  in  the  last  three  decades  of  the  century  is  revealed  by  such 
incidents  as  the  murder  of  a coroner  of  Edward  HI  in  Lancashire  {Cal.  Pat.  R., 
1377-81,  313),  of  one  of  Duke  John’s  justices  of  the  peace  {ibid.,  1385-g,  73),  and 
of  one  of  his  judges  of  oyer  and  terminer  {ibid.,  i3gi-6,  388). 

Between  1351  and  1361  and  from  1377  onwards  commissions  to  keepers  or 


THE  COMMISSIONERS  OF  THE  PEACE 


Ixi 


as  Henry  IV  result  in  any  strengthening  of  central  control,  for  though  the 
duchy  then  became  to  all  intents  and  purposes  an  appendage  of  the  crown, ^ 
the  separate  administration  of  the  palatinate  was  maintained  throughout 
the  reigns  of  the  Lancastrian  and  Yorkist  sovereigns.  Large  commis- 
sions of  the  peace  were  appointed  from  time  to  time  by  the  palatine 
chancery,^  but  they  proved  wholly  incompetent  to  suppress  the  lawless 
elements  within  the  area,  while  the  palatine  courts,  territorially  restricted 
in  their  jurisdiction,  were  powerless  to  bring  to  justice  the  ruffianly 
bands  from  outside  ^ whose  raids  across  the  borders  added  to  the  general 
confusion.  It  was  only  after  the  accession  of  the  Tudors,  whose  cen- 
tralizing policy  assimilated  the  judicial  system  of  the  palatinate  to  that 
of  the  country  as  a whole  and  brought  the  local  commission  of  the  peace 
under  the  supervision  of  the  privy  council,  that  the  county  was  gradually 
restored  to  peaceful  and  orderly  conditions. 

justices  of  the  peace  were  issued  by  the  chancery  of  the  palatinate,  but  owing  to  the 
incompleteness  of  the  chancery  records  and  to  the  inadequate  character  of  the 
calendars  so  far  printed,  information  readily  available  about  them  is  scanty.  There 
are  apparently  no  palatine  chancery  rolls  surviving  for  the  earlier  period  (1351-61) 
Between  1361  and  1377,  when  commissions  for  the  county  were  issued  by  the 
chancery  of  England,  seven  commissioners  were  appointed  on  13  May  1361  {ibid., 
1361-4,  66)  ; eight  on  12  May  1363  {ibid.,  266),  two  others  being  associated  with 
them  in  1364  and  two  in  1370  {ibid.,  1364-y,  65;  i36y-yo,  428),  and  seven  on 
8 Oct.  1370  {ibid.,  418),  three  more  being  added  in  1374  and  a fourth  in  1375 
{ibid.,  I3y4-y,  64,  142).  All  these  commissioners  were  assigned  to  keep  the  peace 
pursuant  to  the  statutes  of  Winchester,  Northampton,  and  Westminster.  The 
only  “ commission  of  the  peace  ” issued  to  a body  of  men  during  the  regality  of 
Duke  John,  which  I have  traced  in  the  printed  sources,  is  that  of  18  March  1384, 
which  assigns  four  keepers  to  each  of  the  hundreds  of  Lonsdale,  Amounderness, 
Leyland,  and  Blackburn,  and  six  each  to  Salford  and  West  Derby  {40th  Kept.  D.K., 
app.  no.  4,  p.  523). 

1 The  duchy  was  permanently  annexed  to  the  crown  in  1461. 

2 Twelve  commissions  are  recorded  in  the  calendars  between  1400  and  1446, 
the  numbers  of  the  justices  varying  from  eight  to  sixteen  ; 40th  Kept.  D.K.,  app. 
no.  4,  pp.  528-38  ; syth  Rept.  D.K.,  app.  no.  i,  p.  174. 

® I.e.,  from  Cheshire  and  the  hills  of  Yorkshire  and  Westmorland  ; Rot.  Pari. 
Ill,  440,  639  ; IV,  163,  416,  497. 
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CORAM  REGE  ROLL,  No.  254 
[Articles  of  Inquiry] 


m.  I {40) 

Dominus  Rex  misit  iusticiariis  suis  hic  apud  Wygan  nunciante  magistro 
Roberto  de  Ayleston’  custode  priuati  sigilli  sui  quosdam  articulos 
inquirendos  in  forma  que  subsequitur  : 

[1]  Des  homicides  roberies  et  totes  maneres  de  felonies  par  queux 
faites  de  quei  et  ou  et  de  queu  temps. 

[2]  Item  de  ceux  que  prenent  et  prendre  fount  a les  oeps  le  Roy 
ou  a lour  enfauncz  ou  a nul  autre  ou  a lour  oeps  demeigne  les  biens 
dautri  conntre  lour  gree  saunz  paiement  ou  gree  faire  et  la  manere  de 
la  prise. 

[3]  Item  de  ceux  qe  prenent  et  ount  pris  des  gentz  pour  faire  desport 
des  prises  susditez  et  fount  prises  des  poures. 

[4]  Item  de  ceux  qe^”  prenent  certeyn  des  villes"^  pur  eux  desporter  de 
tieles  prises  et  vount  as  autres  villes  qe  meyns  ou  riens  ne  les  volent 
doner. 

[5]  Item  de  ceux  qe  ount  poer  deslire  gentz  daler  en  la  guerre  le  Roy 
et  ount  riens  pris  de  suffrer  en  oster  les  vns  et  prendre  les  autres. 

[6]  Item  de  ceux  qe  ount  pris  de  la  commune  des  villes  ou  des 
wapentacs  de  suffraunce  faire  de  nombre  des  gentz  et  des  bons  et  de 
prendre  meyndre  nombre  et  des  plus  febles. 

[7]  Item  des  conspirateurs  qe  sount  tieux  qil  se  entrealient  par 
serement  couenaunt  ou  par  autre  alliaunce  qe  chescun  eydera  et  sustendra 
autri  enprise  et  fauxement  et  maliciosement  fount  enditer  ou  fauxement 
aequiter  les  gentz  ou  fauxement  mouer  plees  ou  meytener  (ou  fausement 
concelent  de  enditer  ceaux  qe  sount  enditables^). 

[8]  Item  de  ceux  qe  fount  enfauncz  de  deniz  age  appeler  les  gentz 
des  felonies  par  quei  il  sount  enprisonez  et  molt  greuez. 

[9]  Item  de  ceux  qe  retienent  les  gentz  du  pais  a lour  robes  et  a lour 
feez  pur  meyntener  lour  mauueises  enprises  et  pur  verite  esteyndre  auxi 
bien  les  preneurs  comme  les  donours. 

[10]  Item  des  seneschaux  et  baillifs  des  grantz  seigneurs  qe  par  lour 
seygnourie  et  colour  de  lour  office  ou  par  poer  enprenent  a meyntenir  ou 
süstenir  plees  ou  barettz  pur  parties  autres  qe  celes  qe  touchent  lour 
seigneurs  ou  eux  meismes. 


MS.  sic  : perhaps  rectius  “ prenent  de  certeyn  des  villes 
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CORAM  REGE  ROLL,  No.  254 
[Articles  of  Inquiry] 


m.  I (40) 

The  lord  king  sent  to  his  justices  here  at  Wigan  by  word  of  Master 
Robert  de  Ayleston,  keeper  of  his  privy  seal,  certain  articles  of 
inquiry  in  the  form  which  follows  : 

[1]  Concerning  homicides,  robberies  and  all  manner  of  felonies,  by 
whom,  of  what  nature,  where  and  at  what  time  committed. 

[2]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  take  or  cause  to  be  taken  to  the  use 
of  the  king,  or  of  their  children  or  of  any  other,  or  to  their  own  use,  the 
goods  of  others  against  their  will  without  making  payment  or  satisfaction 
therefor,  and  the  manner  of  the  prise. 

[3]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  take  or  have  taken  [anything]  from 
people  in  order  to  grant  exemption  from  the  prises  abovesaid  and  take 
prises  from  the  poor. 

[4]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  take  from  certain  towns  in  order  to 
exempt  them  from  such  prises  and  go  to  other  towns  which  will  give  them 
less  or  nothing  [to  be  exempted]. 

[5]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  have  power  to  choose  men  to  go  to 
the  king’s  wars  and  have  taken  anything  to  allow  some  to  withdraw 
[themselves]  therefrom  and  to  take  others. 

[6]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  have  taken  [money  or  goods]  from 
the  commonalty  of  towns  or  wapentakes  in  order  to  grant  a reduction 
in  the  number  of  men  and  of  goods  [they  require]  and  to  take  a smaller 
number  and  from  the  poorer  people. 

[7]  Likewise  concerning  conspirators  who  are  such  as  bind  them- 
selves by  oath,  covenant  or  other  compact  that  each  will  aid  and  main- 
tain the  enterprises  of  the  others,  and  who  falsely  and  maliciously  cause 
people  to  be  indicted  or  wrongfully  acquitted,  or  cause  actions  to  be 
wrongfully  brought  or  maintained,  or  who  wrongfully  conceal  from 
indictment  those  who  are  indictable. 

[8]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  cause  minors  to  appeal  people  of 
felonies  whereby  they  are  imprisoned  and  greatly  oppressed. 

[9]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  retain  men  of  the  country  in  their 
livery  and  pay  in  order  to  maintain  their  unlawful  enterprises  and  to 
suppress  the  truth,  both  the  takers  and  the  givers  [of  the  livery  and  pay]. 

[10]  Likewise  concerning  stewards  and  bailiffs  of  great  lords  who  by 
their  seignorial  authority  and  colour  of  their  office  or  by  force  undertake 
to  maintain  or  support  actions  or  barratry  for  parties  other  than  those 
connected  with  their  lords  or  themselves. 

3 


4 


SOUTH  LANCASHIRE  IN  THE  REIGN  OF  EDWARD  II 


[11]  Item  des  mauueys  barectours  qe  manassent  et  destourbent  les 
gentz  de  venir  as  assises  et  as  autres  plees  en  la  court  le  Roy  de  faire  ceo 
qil  ount  en  comandement  du  Roi. 

[12]  Item  de  ceux  qe  fount  confederacions  sere  ment  et  alliaunce  de 
mal  faire  et  a partir  entre  eux  ceo  qe  homme  le  durra  de  batre  gentz  ou 
desporter  gentz  ou  a venir  a mettre  destourbaunce  qe  la  pees  ne  se  tiegne 
entre  veisyns  ou  seisines  defendre  torcenousement  ou  torcenousement 
prendre  et  meyntener  ou  nules  autres  violences  faire  countre  la  pees  et 
qe  nul  ne  faudra  a autre  sur  les  enprises  queles  qeles  soent. 

[13]  Item  des  totes  autres  oppressions  et  grevaunces  faitez  au  poeple 
ou  il  busoigne  qe  amendement  se  face  et  dont  vous  entendez  qe  le  poeple 
poet  estre  allegge. 

[14]  Item  des  viscountz  conestables  baillifs  e autres  ministres  le  Roy 
qe  reins  ount  pris  en  destourbaunce  du  profit  le  Roi. 

[15]  Item  des  fforstallours  et  communs  malefesours  et  batours  des 
gentz. 

[16]  Item  des  ministres  en  citez  et  en  burghs’  qe  par  reison  de  lour 
office  deyuent  garder  lassise  des  vyns  et  vitailles  queux  sount  marchauntz 
des  vyns  et  des  vitailles  en  gros  ou  a retaille  tant  comme  eux  furent 
entendauncz  a tiel  office  puis  lestatut  de  ceo  fait  a Euerwyk  a trois 
semeignes  de  seint  Michel  lan  du  régné  le  Roi  qore  est  duzisme. 

[17]  Item  de  ceux  qe  destourbent  viscountz  coroners  ou  autres 
ministres  le  Roi  queux  qe  eux  soent  a faire  ceo  qe  a lour  office  appent. 

[18]  Item  de  ceux  qe  courent  en  Parks  et  a ceo  sont  acustumez  de 
faire. 

[19]  Item  de  ceux  qe  vount  communément  armees  par  pais  en  affrai 
du  poeple  fesauncz  menaces  et  vilenies  a ceux  qe  ne  voelent  faire  freit  a 
eux. 

[20]  Item  de  ceux  qe  ount  este  countre  nostre  seignour  le  Roi  et  ount 
enuoiez  de  lour  gentz  en  eide  des  enemys  nostre  seignour  le  Roi  a Burton’ 
ou  ailliours. 

[21]  Item  des  conteks  et  occisiouns  qe  furent  fait  a Cheydok’  ou  il 
auoient  iiij^^  hommes  dune  parte  et  entour  l.  del  autre  parte  et  quatre 
hommes  furent  occis. 

[22]  Item  del  arson  et  occision  qe  fu  fait  a Workesleye  qe  homme 
surmette  a les  freres  de  Tildeslegh’. 

[23]  Item  de  ceux  qe  ount  pris  rauncons  des  gentz  a lour  volente 
apres  la  destruccion  Sir  Adam  Banastre. 

[24]  Item  soit  enquis  queux  gentz  furent  a Ponnt  de  Burgh’  en  la 
compaignie  le  counte  le  Lancastr’. 
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[11]  Likewise  concerning  false  barrators  who  threaten  and  prevent 
people  from  coming  to  assizes  and  to  other  actions  in  the  king’s  court  to 
execute  the  king’s  command. 

[12]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  make  confederacies,  oaths  and 
covenants  to  do  wrong  and  to  divide  among  themselves  what  men  will 
give  for  beating  people  or  exempting  people  [from  beating],  or  to  agree 
to  cause  disturbance  so  that  the  peace  be  not  kept  between  neighbours, 
or  wrongfully  to  keep  or  wrongfully  to  seize  and  maintain  possession  of 
property,  or  to  commit  any  other  outrages  against  the  peace,  and  agree 
that  none  will  fail  the  others  in  their  enterprises  of  whatever  nature  they 
may  be. 

[13]  Likewise  concerning  all  other  oppressions  and  wrongs  done  to 
the  people  of  which  it  is  necessary  that  amendment  should  be  made, 
and  of  which  you  understand  the  people  may  be  relieved. 

[14]  Likewise  concerning  sheriffs,  constables,  bailiffs  and  other 
ministers  of  the  king  who  have  taken  anything  in  derogation  of  the  king's 
profit. 

[15]  Likewise  concerning  forestallers  and  common  evildoers  and 
beaters  of  men. 

[16]  Likewise  concerning  ministers  in  cities  and  boroughs  who  by 
virtue  of  their  office  ought  to  keep  the  assize  of  wines  and  victuals  and 
who  have  been  wholesale  or  retail  merchants  of  wines  and  victuals  while 
they  were  performing  the  functions  of  such  office  since  the  statute  on 
this  matter  which  was  made  at  York  three  weeks  after  Michaelmas  in  the 
twelfth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [20  Oct.  1318]. 

[17]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  hinder  sheriffs,  coroners  or  any 
other  ministers  of  the  king  whomsoever  in  doing  that  which  pertains  to 
their  office. 

[18]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  hunt  in  parks  and  do  so  habitually. 

[19]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  commonly  go  armed  through  the 
country  to  the  terror  of  the  people,  threatening  and  assaulting  those 
who  will  not  give  them  money. 

[20]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  have  been  against  our  lord  the  king 
and  have  sent  any  of  their  men  in  aid  of  our  lord  the  king’s  enemies  at 
Burton  or  elsewhere. 

[21]  Likewise  concerning  the  disturbances  and  slayings  which  took 
place  at  Chaddock  [Hurst]  where  there  were  eighty  men  on  the  one  side 
and  about  fifty  on  the  other  and  four  men  were  slain. 

[22]  Likewise  concerning  the  arson  and  murder  committed  at  Worsley 
which  are  imputed  to  the  Tildesley  brothers. 

[23]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  have  taken  ransoms  from  men  at 
their  will  after  the  overthrow  of  Sir  Adam  Banaster. 

[24]  Likewise  let  inquiry  be  made  what  men  were  at  Boroughbridge 
in  the  earl  of  Lancaster’s  company. 
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[25]  Item  de  ceux  qe  vindrent  de  Andreu  de  Harcla  enemy  le  Roi  en 
message  pur  attrere  les  gentz  le  Roi  destre  de  son  acorde  et  les  fesoient 
asseurer  les  vns  par  serement  et  par  escript. 

[26]  Item  de  ceux  qe  se  attoumeront  de  gree  au  dit  Andreu  pur 
mey tener  [sîc]  sa  malice  countre  lour  ligeaunce. 

[27]  Item  de  ceux  qe  apres  la  defens  le  Roi  par  son  bref  qe  nul  ne 
deueroit  ne  irroit  countre  lui  sur  quaunqil  poient  forfaire  sont  alez  countre 
lui  par  maun dement  le  counte  et  sire  Robert  de  Holand’. 

[28]  Item  des  viscountes  et  autres  ministres  le  Roy  qe  ount  la  pees 
agarder  cornent  il  se  ount  medlez  a chastier  les  fous  et  sil  soent  del 
alliaunce  et  assent  de  meismes  les  fous. 

[29]  Item  sil  attachent  les  vns  et  les  autres  soeffrent  passer  quites  de 
gree  pur  donne  ou  pur  autre  encheson. 

[30]  Item  de  ceux  qe  manassent  les  iurrours  en  assises  ou  en  enquestes 
qil  ne  osent  dire  verite. 

Respice  in  tergo  de  breui  regis  quod  directum  fuit 
iusticiariis  hic  etc. 

Articuli. 


m.  id.  (4od.) 

Breve  pro  Rege 

Dominus  Rex  mandauit  breue  suum  Justiciariis  suis  hic  in  hec  verba  : 
Edwardus  dei  gratia  rex  Anglie  dominus  Hibernie  et  dux  Aquitanie 
justiciariis  suis  ad  placita  coram  nobis  tenenda  assignatis,  salutem.  Cum 
occasione  turbacionis  in  regno  nostro  nuper  mote  contra  nos  per  quosdam 
inimicos  et  rebelles  nostros  ac  nobis  contrariantes  félonie,  roberie  ac  alia 
mala  et  transgressiones  diverse  nobis  et  populo  nostro  in  diuersis  partibus 
regni  nostri  extiterint  perpetrate  in  nostri  dampnum  et  populi  predicti 
oppressionem  et  contra  pacem  nostram  ; Nos  super  huiusmodi  malis 
remedium  quod  poterimus  apponere  volentes  et  ea  puniri  prout  decet 
vobis  mandamus  firmiter  iniungentes  quod  in  comitatibus  Lanc’,  Derb’ 
et  Staff’  et  alibi  in  regno  nostro  quociens  vos  infra  idem  regnum  transire 
contigerit  ad  placita  huiusmodi  tenenda  de  feloniis,  roberiis  et  trans- 
gressionibus predictis,  ac  prisis,  conspiratoribus,  conuenticulis  et  con- 
federacionibus  exnunc  per  singula  loca  per  que  transieritis  tam  infra 
libertates  quam  extra  cum  omni  diligencia  et  modis  quibus  poteritis 
inquiratis  iuxta  articulos  vobis  inde  liberatos,  et  querelas  omnium  et 
singulorum  in  hac  parte  se  conqueri  volencium  audiatis  et  iusticiam  et 
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[25]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  came  on  a mission  from  Andrew  de 
Barclay,  the  king’s  enemy,  to  win  over  the  king’s  men  to  agree  with  him, 
and  made  them  affirm  their  vows  by  oath  or  by  writing. 

[26]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  willingly  lent  themselves  to  the  said 
Andrew  to  maintain  his  malice  contrary  to  their  allegiance. 

[27]  Likewise  concerning  such  as,  after  the  king’s  prohibition  by  his 
writ  that  none  ought  or  should  go  against  him  on  pain  of  forfeiting  all 
that  they  can  forfeit,  have  gone  against  him  by  the  orders  of  the  earl  and 
Sir  Robert  de  Holland. 

[28]  Likewise  concerning  sheriffs  and  other  ministers  whose  duty  it 
is  to  preserve  the  peace  ; how  they  have  intervened  to  punish  the  law- 
less ^ men  and  whether  they  are  in  league  or  agree  with  the  same  lawless 
men.i 

[29]  Likewise  whether  they  attach  some  and  willingly  allow  others  to 
go  free  for  gifts  or  for  any  other  reason. 

[30]  Likewise  concerning  such  as  threaten  jurors  on  assizes  or  on 
inquests  so  that  they  dare  not  speak  the  truth. 

Look  on  the  back  for  the  king’s  writ  which  was 
addressed  to  the  justices  here  etc. 

The  Articles. 

m.  id.  (qod.) 

Writ  on  behalf  of  the  King 

The  lord  king  sent  his  writ  to  his  justices  here  in  these  words  : Edward, 
by  the  grace  of  God  king  of  England,  lord  of  Ireland  and  duke  of  Aquitaine, 
to  his  justices  appointed  to  hold  the  pleas  before  us,  greeting.  Whereas 
by  reason  of  the  disturbance  lately  fomented  against  us  in  our  realm  by 
certain  persons  our  enemies,  rebels,  and  contrariants,  felonies,  rob- 
beries and  other  evils  and  divers  trespasses  have  been  committed  against 
us  and  our  people  in  sundry  parts  of  our  realm  to  our  loss  and  the  oppres- 
sion of  the  aforesaid  people  and  against  our  peace  ; We,  willing  to  apply 
what  remedy  we  can  to  such  evils  and  to  inflict  appropriate  punish- 
ment therefor,  command  you  firmly  enjoining  that,  as  often  as  you  may 
happen  to  journey  within  the  same  realm  in  the  counties  of  Lancaster, 
Derby  and  Stafford  and  elsewhere  in  our  realm  to  hold  such  pleas,  you 
shall  immediately  in  the  several  places  through  which  you  journey,  both 
within  the  liberties  and  without,  inquire  with  all  diligence  and  by  what- 
ever means  you  can  concerning  the  aforesaid  felonies,  robberies  and 
trespasses  and  concerning  prises,  conspirators,  assemblies  and  con- 
federacies according  to  the  articles  thereon  delivered  unto  you,  and  shall 
hear  the  plaints  of  all  and  singular  persons  who  wish  to  complain  in  this 
^ Literally,  “ madmen 
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racionem  faciatis  et  omnes  illos  quos  inde  coram  vobis  conuinci  contigerit 
tam  ad  sectam  nostram  quam  aliorum  puniatis  secundum  legem  et 
consuetudinem  regni  nostri,  sessiones  vestras  de  loco  in  locum  et  de  die 
in  diem  quousque  premissa  finaliter  terminentur  modo  debito  tam  extra 
dies  termini  consueti  quam  infra  facientes.  Teste  me  ipso  apud  Skipton’ 
in  Crauen’  primo  die  Octobris  anno  regni  nostri  decimo  septimo. 
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matter,  and  shall  do  justice  and  reason  and  punish  all  those  who  may  be 
convicted  thereof  before  you  at  our  suit  and  at  the  suit  of  others  according 
to  the  law  and  custom  of  our  realm,  holding  your  sessions  from  place  to 
place  and  from  day  to  day,  as  well  after  as  during  the  days  of  the 
customary  term,  until  the  premisses  be  finally  determined  in  due  form. 
Witness  myself  at  Skipton  in  Craven,  the  first  day  of  October  in  the 
seventeenth  year  of  our  reign. 


m.  2 (41) 


CONCERNING  FELONIES 


Lane 

VilV  de  Wygan 

The  jurors  of  the  town  of  Wygan  present  that  Stephen  son  of  Richard 
son  of  Michael  de  Wygan  feloniously  killed  Hugh  son  of  Henry  de  Wygan 
at  Wygan  after  Low  Sunday  in  the  sixteenth  year  of  the  present  king's 
reign  [3  April  1323].  And  that  John  (Cope^)  son  of  John  de  Swynle 
feloniously  killed  Henry  de  Waltheu  at  Wygan  about  the  feast  of  the 
Nativity  of  St.  John  the  Baptist  last  past  [c.  24  June  1323].  And  that 
William  son  of  Geoffrey  de  Wygan  feloniously  killed  Robert  his  brother 
at  Wygan  about  the  feast  of  the  Nativity  of  the  Blessed  Mary  in  the  six- 
teenth year  of  the  reign  of  the  present  lord  king  [c.  8 Sept.  1322].  And 
that  John  son  of  Adam  le  Taillour  of  Pereburn  feloniously  killed  Hugh 
del  Lone  of  Assheton  at  Wygan  about  the  feast  of  the  Assumption  of  the 
Blessed  Mary  in  the  seventeenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [c. 
15  Aug.  1323].  And  that  Nicholas  son  of  Adam  de  Shakerlee  feloniously 
killed  Roger  le  Colyer  of  Leek  about  the  feast  of  the  Nativity  of  St.  John 
the  Baptist  in  the  twelfth  year  [24  June  1319].  And  that  Thomas  Donne 
of  Wygan  feloniously  killed  Thomas  de  Chastershire  his  servant  ^ at 
Wygan  in  the  seventh  year  (1313-14].  And  that  Thomas  son  of  Roger 
Scot  of  Wygan  feloniously  killed  Henry  le  Carpenter  on  the  feast  of  St. 
Mark  in  the  seventh  year  [25  April  1314].  And  that  Robert  le  Hare  of 
Wygan  feloniously  killed  Roger  de  Swynlegh  of  Wygan  on  Monday  in 
the  first  week  of  Lent  in  the  eleventh  year  [13  March  1318].  And  that 
Adam  Bletherhose  and  Ranulf  de  Wolleye  of  Chestershire  feloniously 
stole  a horse  laden  with  victuals  and  a haketon  belonging  to  William  de 
Bradeshagh,  worth  40s.,  at  Wygan  in  August  of  the  seventeenth  year. 
And  that  the  aforesaid  Adam  Bletherhose,  John  the  reeve  ^ of  Northleye 
[Norley],  John  son  of  John  le  Feure  of  Pemberton  and  Adam  Oulebil  of 
Hyndele  [Hindley]  feloniously  stole  a certain  other  horse  of  the  aforesaid 
William  de  Bradeshagh  laden  with  victuals  worth  20s.  at  Wygan  about 
Easter  in  the  sixteenth  year.  And  that  Adam  de  Hyndelee,  Thomas  his 
brother,  Robert  de  Tildeslegh,  John,  Hugh  and  William  brothers  of  the 
same  Robert,  John  Whitheued  of  Abberham  [Abram],  William  son  of 
William  de  Wynstanesleye,  Henry  de  Eccleston,  John  Waltheu,  Robert 
his  brother,  Richard  de  Lauton  of  Goldebourn  [Golborne],  William  de 
^ MS.  garcionem  ^ MS.  le  prouost 
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Fernyleyes,  Roger  de  Neuton,  Matthew  de  Neuton,  William  le  Synger  of 
Par,  Henry  Dagun  of  Wigan,  Henry  le  Skynnere  son  of  Thomas  le 
Skynnere,  and  Richard  Da  of  Chestre  were  consenting  parties  to  the  doing 
of  the  aforesaid  robberies.  And  that  Henry  de  Adburghham,  Henry  son 
of  Henry  le  Bowyer  of  Wygan,  Richard  son  of  Henry  le  Archer,  John  his 
brother,  and  Henry  de  Plesyngton  feloniously  robbed  Henry  Russel  of 
Wygan  of  cloth  to  the  value  of  eight  pounds  and  other  merchants  in  his 
company  of  goods  to  the  value  of  605,  at  Helegh  [Healey]  on  the  feast  of 
St.  Mary  Magdalene  in  the  seventeenth  year  [22  July  1323].  (Margin  : 
Plesinton).  And  that  Roger  Dun  of  Wynstanesleye  and  Adam  le  Wylde 
of  Leylondshire  feloniously  stole  eight  shillings  from  Richard  son  of 
Meurick  de  Wygan  in  Neuton  park  about  the  feast  of  the  Nativity  of  St. 
John  the  Baptist  in  the  fifteenth  year  [c.  24  June  1322].  And  that 
Thomas  son  of  Adam  de  Hindele,  Henry  de  Eccleston,  Roger  le  fuiz  le 
Monner  of  Neuton,  John  the  reeve  of  Northlegh,  and  Adam  Bletherhose 
feloniously  robbed  William  de  Bradeshagh  of  three  horses  at  Neuton  on 
Friday  next  after  the  feast  of  St.  Margaret  the  Virgin  in  the  seventeenth 
year  [22  July  1323].  And  that  Richard  son  of  Robert  de  Birkheued 
feloniously  killed  Richard  Page  of  Wigan  on  Thursday  next  before 
Martinmas  in  the  twelfth  year  [9  Nov.  1318].  Therefore  the  sheriff  is 
ordered  to  take  them  if  found  etc.  and  safely  etc.  so  that  he  have  their 
bodies  before  the  king  at  Wygan  on  Thursday  a month  after  Michaelmas 
[27  Oct.  1323]  etc.  (Margin  : capiant’).  Afterwards  there  came  the 
aforesaid  Hugh  brother  of  Robert  de  Tildeslegh  (who  had  been  indicted 
elsewhere  of  felonies^)  and  Roger  de  Neuton,  who  is  also  called  Roger  le 
Fuiz  le  Monner  of  Neuton  as  appears  above,  and  the  jurors  testify  that 
they  are  one  and  the  same  person.  And  because  the  aforesaid  Hugh 
feigned  to  be  dumb  etc.,  he  is  remanded  to  prison  for  a day  ^ etc.  in  the 
custody  of  Eudo  de  Walle,  the  marshal.  And  the  aforesaid  Roger  is 
handed  over  to  the  ordinary  etc.  as  a convicted  clerk  as  appears  more  fully 
in  the  rolls  of  deliveries  of  this  term  etc.  And  at  this  month  after 
Michaelmas  the  sheriff  returned  that  the  aforesaid  Stephen  son  of  Richard 
son  of  Michael  de  Wygan  and  all  the  others  were  not  to  be  found  in  his 
bailiwick  etc.  And  the  jurors  testify  that  they  have  gone  into  hiding, 
and  they  suspect  the  aforesaid  Stephen  son  of  Richard,^  John  Cope, 
William  son  of  Geoffrey,  John  son  of  Adam,  Nicholas  son  of  Adam, 
Thomas  Donne,  Thomas  son  of  Roger,  Robert  le  Hare,  Adam  Bletherhose, 
Ranulf  de  Wolleye,  John  the  reeve,  John  son  of  John,  Adam  Oulebil, 
Henry  de  Adburgham,  Henry  son  of  Henry,  Richard  son  of  Henry,  John 
his  brother,  Henry  de  Plesinton,  Roger  Dun,  Adam  le  Wylde,  Thomas 
son  of  Adam,  Henry  de  Eccleston  and  Richard  son  of  Robert  de  Birkheued 

1 MS.  ad  dietam 

2 Stephen  son  of  Richard  de  Wigan  was  granted  a pardon  on  25  May  1324  {Cal. 
Pat.  R.  1 321-4,  416). 
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of  the  aforesaid  felonies  presented  against  them.  Therefore  the  sheriff 
is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  be  exacted  from  county  court  to  county  court 
until  etc.  they  be  outlawed  if  not  etc.,  and  if  etc.  then  he  is  to  take  them 
and  safely  etc.,  so  as  to  have  them  in  person  before  the  king  on  the 
octave  of  Trinity  [17  June  1324]  wherever  etc.  (Margin  : exigant  ’) 


m.  2d.  (4id.) 

And  with  regard  to  the  aforesaid  Adam  de  Hyndele,  Thomas  his 
brother,  Robert  de  Tildeslegh,  John  and  William  brothers  of  the  same 
Robert,  John  Whiteheued,  William  son  of  William  de  Wynstanesleye, 
Henry  de  Eccleston,  John  Waltheu  and  Robert  his  brother,  Richard  de 
Lauton,  William  de  Fernileyes,  Matthew  de  Neuton,  William  le  Synger, 
Henry  Dagun,  Henry  Skynner  and  Richard  Da,  indicted  within  ^ of 
assenting  to  the  robberies  made  of  the  goods  of  William  (de^)  Bradeshagh, 
the  sheriff  is  commanded  as  before  to  take  them  if  etc.  and  safely  etc.  so 
as  to  have  their  bodies  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  St.  Hilary  [20  Jan. 
1324]  wherever  etc.  because  the  writs  of  exigent  against  them  are  stayed 
until  etc.  (Margin  : capiant’) 


Wygan 

(Margin  : D[e'\  transgr) 

The  same  jurors  of  the  town  of  Wygan  present  that  William  de  Brade- 
shagh and  Richard  de  Holand,  knights,  met  each  other  at  Weryngton  by 
chance  and  on  account  of  a disagreement  between  them  etc.  the  aforesaid 
Richard  took  to  flight  in  fear  and  left  behind  two  horses  with  their 
harness  ; and  the  servants  of  the  said  William,  seeing  the  aforesaid  horses 
thus  abandoned  there,  led  them  away  in  the  presence  of  the  aforesaid 
William. 2 And  that  Emery  le  Walker  of  Wygan,  Robert  the  son  of 
Maurice,  Richard  the  son  of  Robert  de  Birkheued  of  Wygan  aided  Robert 
de  Holand  at  Rauendale  and  elsewhere  against  the  lord  king.  And  that 
Henry  del  Lee,  Thomas  son  of  John  de  Halghton,  William  del  Mire, 
Roger  son  of  Richard  son  of  Walter,  John  de  Pereburn  and  Robert  de 
Worthington,  servants  of  William  de  Bradeshagh,  met  John  the  reeve  ^ 
of  Northlegh  at  Pemberton  and  there  beat,  wounded  and  illtreated  him 
against  the  king’s  peace  ; and  they  are  common  evildoers.  Therefore 
the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them  etc. 


1 MS.  infra,  i.e.,  on  the  other  side  of  the  membrane. 

2 Cp.  m.  i2d.  (52d).  3 ]\is^  prouost. 
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m.  3 (43) 

CONCERNING  THOSE  INDICTED  OF  FELONIES 

Lyuev[por\ 

Wevington 

Neuton 

[Presentments  :] 

(John  de  la  More  junior  of  LyuerpoP)  [and]  Richard  de  Tokstath  killed  Richard 
de  Spelhagh  at  Lyuerpol,  Thur.  bef.  St.  Luke  the  Evangelist,  17th  year  [13  Oct. 
1323]. 

William  son  of  Roger  of  the  Halle  of  Bolde  killed  Thomas  de  Eccleston  at 
Werington,  Wed.,  St.  Matthew  Apos.,  17th  year  [21  Sept.  1323]  ; John  de  Par  was 
accessory  in  force  and  aid. 

Henry  Page  of  Werberton  junior  and  Richard  le  Palefreyman  of  Werberton  killed 
William  le  Hunte  of  Thelewal  at  Werington.  Wed.,  Michaelmas  eve.  17th  year 
[28  Sept.  1323]  ; Henry  Page  of  Werberton  was  accessory  in  force  and  aid. 

Richard  de  Lauton  of  Goldebourn  [Golborne]  murdered  Richard  Othe  Gappe  at 
Lauton  [Lowton],  Sun.  bef.  Michaelmas,  17th  year  [25  Sept.  1323]  ; Robert  Cay 
of  Neuton  was  in  force  and  aid. 

Robert  le  Lewed  of  Chestre  murdered  John  le  Roter  at  Lyuerpol,  ist  week  of 
Lent,  13th  year  ; Henry  del  Ridyng  senior  was  in  force  and  aid. 

Ranulf  de  Wolleye  of  Chestershire  robbed  Robert  de  Rachesdale  and  his  groom 
of  marks  of  silver  at  Neuton  in  Akerfeld  [Makerfield],  morrow  of  Assumption 
B.V.M.,  17th  year  [16  Aug.  1323]. 

Thomas  del  Stok  of  Derbyshire  robbed  James  Moderbhssmg  of  los.  of  silver,  a 
cloak  and  a tunic  worth  los.  at  Assheton  Wode,  morrow  of  Translation  of  St.  Thomas 
the  Martyr,  17th  year  [8  July  1323]-  . . 

Alan  de  Eccleston  murdered  Richard  de  Walton  at  Lyuerton,^  about  Nativity 
St.  John  Bap.,  12th  year  [c.  24  June  1319]  î Richard  de  Tokstath  was  accessory  in 
force  and  aid. 

Henry  son  of  Robert  de  Kirkedale  killed  William  his  brother  at  Kirkedale,  about 
Purification  B.V.M.,  14th  year  [c.  2 Feb.  1321]. 

Adam  son  of  Richard  son  of  Adam  de  Lyuerpol  broke  into  the  house  of  Richard 
de  Ruyton  at  Lyuerpol  and  stole  a falcon  priced  20s.  which  belonged  to  John  de 
Gloucestre,  an  Irish  merchant,  about  Nativity  St.  John  Bap.,  14th  year  {c.  24 
June  1321]. 

Henry  Botonn  of  Werington  broke  into  the  house  of  Ellota.  late  wife  of  John  de 
Bolde,  at  Werington  and  stole  bronze  vessels,  clothes  and  other  goods,  to  the  value 
of  20s.,  and  is  a common  thief. 

John  de  Hilton  while  staying  at  Werington,  stole  a horse  belonging  to  William 
de  la  Forthe,  priced  los.,  and  is  a common  thief. 

Robert  de  Tildeslegh  murdered  Adam  Scot  at  Werington,  Wed.  in  2nd  week  of 
Lent,  15th  year  [3  March  1322]  ; Henry  de  Tildeslegh  and  Robert  Kay  were 
acccessories.  (Margin  : hie) 

[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  have  them  before  the  king  at  Wygan  on  Thursday  a 
month  after  Michaelmas  [27  Octl.  (Margin  ; capianf) 

Afterwards  Henry  Botonn  and  John  de  Hilton  appear  and  are  found  guilty  by 


1 A clerical  error  for  Lyuerpol  ; cp.  mm.  6d.  (46d.),  8 (48). 
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the  jury  on  which  they  put  themselves,  as  appears  in  the  delivery  rolls  of  this  same 
term. 

A month  after  Michaelmas  the  sheriff  returns  that  John  de  la  More  and  the  others 
are  not  to  be  found,  and  the  jurors  attest  that  John  de  la  More,  Richard  de  Tokstath, 
William  son  of  Roger,  Henry  Page  junior,  Richard  le  Palefreyman,  Richard  de 
Lauton,  Robert  le  Lewed,  Ranulf  de  Wolleye,  Thomas  del  Stok,  Alan  de  Eccleston, 
Henry  son  of  Robert  de  Kirkedale,  Adam  son  of  Richard  and  Robert  de  Tildeslegh 
have  absconded,  and  they  suspect  them  etc.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  have 
them  exacted  from  county  court  to  county  court  until  etc.  they  be  outlawed  if 
they  do  not  appear  ; and  if  they  come,  then  he  is  to  take  them  and  keep  them  safely 
so  as  to  have  their  bodies  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Trinity  [17  June  1324] 
wherever  etc.  (Margin  : exigant’) 

Afterwards  Richard  de  Tokstath,  Richard  de  Lauton  and  Alan  de  Eccleston  are 
brought  by  the  sheriff.  Alan  is  acquitted.  Richard  de  Tokstath  and  Richard  de 
Lauton  are  handed  over  to  the  ordinary  as  convicted  clerks,  as  more  fully  appears 
in  the  delivery  rolls  of  this  term  ; therefore  they  are  not  to  be  put  in  exigent. 

m.  3d.  (43d.) 

And  with  regard  to  those  indicted  of  force  and  aid,  concerning  whom  report 
was  made  that  they  were  not  to  be  found,  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  bring  them  before 
the  king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary  [20  Jan.  1324],  and  their  exactions  are  stayed  until 
they  are  indicted  of  the  act  and  outlawed  or  convicted  in  some  other  way  etc. 

The  same  jurors  of  the  aforesaid  towns  present  that  when  Richard  le 
Prestessone  of  Werington  was  the  king’s  bailiff  etc.,  he  met  a certain 
stranger  of  Salforthshire  in  Werington  market-place  and,  accusing  him 
of  being  a cutpurse,  took  six  shillings  of  silver  from  him  by  extortion, 
subsequently  restoring  to  him  twelve  pence  ; and  he  is  a common  wrong- 
doer etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Richard  appears,  and  he  is  in  prison 
etc.  Later  he  comes  in  charge  of  the  sheriff  etc.  and  is  unable  to  deny 
the  aforesaid  trespass  imputed  to  him,  and  he  made  fine  with  the  lord 
king  for  half  a mark  by  the  pledge  of  William  son  of  Simon  de  Wer3mgton 
and  Adam  the  clerk  of  Weryngton.  (Margin  : dj.  marS). 

m.  4 (44) 

CONCERNING  THOSE  INDICTED  OF  FELONIES 

Aymundernesse 

Laylondshire 

[Presentments  :] 

John  son  of  Roger  de  Cliderhou  killed  Robert  de  Derewent  at  WTiitingham, 
Sat.  bef.  St.  Peter  ad  vincula,  15th  year  [25  July  1321]  ; Walter  de  Singelton  advised 
and  assisted. 

Robert  de  Balne,  formerly  servant  of  William  de  Skargil,  murdered  Robert 
Busshel  at  Eukeston  [Euxton],  Sun.  aft.  Nativity  St.  John  Bap.,  i6th  year  [26  June 

1323]- 

Richard  de  Chestreshire  murdered  Henry  le  Harper  of  Ingwath  at  Hole  [Hoole], 
Mon.  aft.  Assumption  B.V.M.,  17th  year  [22  Aug.  1323]. 

John  de  Stone  of  Hole  killed  William  le  Milnere  at  Bretherton,  Sun.  aft.  octave 
of  Trinity,  i6th  year  [5  June  1323]. 
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Thurstan  de  Northleye  killed  William  Smert  in  the  park  of  Northleye,  i6th 
year. 

William  le  Kyng  of  Rothelan  [Rhuddlan]  murdered  John  son  of  John  de  Clayton 
at  Meluer  [Mellor],  Sat.  aft.  Easter  Day,  i6th  year  [2  April  1323]  ; John  son  of 
William  de  Farington  and  William  his  brother,  Robert  son  of  John  de  Faryngton 
and  Robert  Haldeleghes  aided  and  abetted. 

John  de  Blaunchlond  murdered  Adam  le  clerk  of  Mithop,  Sat.  bef.  mid-Lent, 
1 6th  year  [5  March  1323]. 

Robert  Blok  killed  J ohn  son  of  Robert  son  of  Maurice  de  Eukeston  at  Eukeston 
[Euxton],  Wed.  in  ist  week  of  Lent,  i6th  year  [g  Feb.  1323]. 

William  del  Mire  stole  two  heifers  of  John  le  Coupere  at  Blakerod,  Mon.  aft. 
St.  Peter  ad  vincula,  17th  year  [8  Aug.  1323]. 

Roger  son  of  William  le  Spenser  murdered  William  son  of  Walter  le  clerk  of 
Penwortham  at  Penwortham  on  the  night  of  Mon.  aft.  Christmas,  15th  year  [28  Dec. 
1321]. 

Adam  de  Hyndele,  Thomas  and  John  his  brothers,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Richard 
de  Lauton,  William  de  Fernyleyes,  Richard  de  Tokstath  and  Henry  de  Eccleston 
robbed  Richard  le  Teynturer  of  30s.,  John  son  of  Hugh  of  405.,  and  William  de 
Bradeshawe  of  four  horses,  at  Wygan,  15th  and  i6th  years,  and  are  common  robbers. 

Adam  Bletherhose  killed  Adam  de  Tildeslegh  and  Thomas  le  Prestessone  of 
Mamchestre  at  Chaydok  ^ in  Tildeslegh  about  Hilary,  15th  year  [c.  13  Jan.  1322]  ; 
John  de  Radeclif,  Adam  and  Roger  his  brothers,  Richard  son  of  William  de  Radeclif, 
Adam  de  Leure,  David  de  Heton,  Robert  his  brother,  Hugh  of  the  Holt,  John 
his  brother,  Jordan  de  Walkeden,  Richard  de  Worthington,  Roger  Atherton,  Adam 
his  brother,  Adam  son  of  Adam  de  Hindele  and  Thomas  his  brother  gave  force 
and  aid. 

William  son  of  Ralph  son  of  Juliana  murdered  Hugh  son  of  Christiana  Othe 
Lane  at  Wigan,  about  Assumption  B.V.M.,  17th  year  [c.  15  Aug.  1323]  ; William 
de  Bradeshagh,  knight,  knowingly  harboured  the  said  William. 

John  son  of  John  Hullesone  of  Tarleton  is  a common  thief  and  stole  two  mares 
of  Henry  de  Lasceles  and  Henry  Proudfot  at  Happeley,^  and  two  oxen  of  Robert 
le  Tumour  at  Bispham,^  about  St.  Margaret’s  Day,  17th  year  [c.  20  July,  1323]. 

Robert  de  Layburn,  knight,  late  sheriff  of  Lancastre,^  and  Roger  de  Brounol- 
sheued,  knight,  came  as  agents  of  Andrew  de  Harcla  to  induce  men  of  the  county 
to  join  the  said  Andrew,  and  made  a great  many,  viz.,  William  de  Clifton  and 
Nicholas  de  Mareis,  knights,  and  others,  take  an  oath  against  their  will  to  support 
the  enterprises  of  the  said  Andrew,  on  the  pretext  that  it  was  for  the  honour  of  the 
king. 

[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  arrest  them  and  bring  them  before  the  king  at  Wigan 
on  Thur.  a month  aft.  Michaelmas  [27  Oct.].  (Margin  : capian’) 

Afterwards  Thurstan  de  Northleye,  William  le  Kyng  of  Rothelan  [Rhuddlan], 
John  son  of  William  de  Farington,  William  his  brother  and  Robert  Haldeleghes  are 


1 Chaddock  Hurst  ; cp.  m.  9 (50). 

2 Appley,  now  Appley  Bridge  in  Wrightington. 

^ In  Croston  parish. 

^ Robert  de  Ley  burn  was  appointed  sheriff  on  13  March  1322  {Cal.  F.R.,  I3ig-2y, 
105),  and  ordered  to  surrender  the  office  to  John  Darcy  on  10  Feb.  1323  {ibid.,  193). 
Anthony  de  Lucy  was  ordered  to  arrest  him  on  22  Sept.  1323  {ibid.,  240  ; [Cal.  Pat. 

R.,  1 32 1-4,  340)- 
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brought  by  the  sheriff  and  acquitted  by  a jury  of  the  country,  as  appears  elsewhere 
in  the  rolls  of  deliveries  of  this  termd 

At  this  month  after  Michaelmas  the  sheriff  returns  that  John  son  of  Roger  de 
Cliderhou  and  all  the  rest  cannot  be  found  in  his  bailiwick,  and  the  jurors  testify 
that  John  son  of  Roger,  Robert  de  Balne,  Richard  de  Chestreshire,  John  de  vStone, 
Robert  son  of  John  de  Farington,  John  de  Blaunchelond,  Robert  Blok,  William  del 
Mire,  Roger  son  of  William  le  Spenser,  Adam  de  Hindele,  Thomas  and  John  his 
brothers,  Adam  Bletherhose,^  Richard  de  Lauton,  William  de  Fernileyes,  Richard 
de  Tokstath,  Henry  de  Eccleston,  Adam  Bletherhose,^  William  son  of  Ralph  son  of 
Juliana,  John  son  of  John  Hullesone,  Robert  de  Layburn  and  Roger  de  Brounols- 
heuede  have  absconded  and  are  suspected  of  the  felonies  presented  against  them. 
Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  have  them  exacted  and  outlawed  if  they  do  not 
appear  ; and  if  they  come,  to  arrest  them  and  bring  them  in  person  before  the  king 
on  the  octave  of  Trinity  [17th  June  1324].  (Margin  : exigan') 

Afterwards  Richard  de  Lauton  and  Richard  de  Tokstath  come  in  charge  of  the 
sheriff.  They  are  delivered  to  the  ordinary  as  convicted  clerks,  as  more  fully  appears 
in  the  rolls  of  deliveries  of  this  term.^ 

Later,  at  Westminster  on  21  March,  17th  year  [1324]  comes  William  del  Mire 
who  says  he  is  the  same  person  as  William  son  of  Ralph  son  of  Juliana.  He  surren- 
ders himself  in  court  to  the  marshalsea  prison  and  is  committed  to  William  de  la 
Penne  the  marshal.  He  is  to  have  a writ  of  supersedeas.  (Margin  : mar’) 

Later,  at  Michaelmas  term,  19th  year  (1325),  Roger  de  Brounoluesheued  makes 
fine  by  5 marks  for  all  the  trespasses  committed  by  him  in  co.  Lane.,  as  appears  in 
the  roll  of  fines  of  the  same  term.  (Margin  ; v.mar.^) 

m.  4d.  (44d.)  [Blank] 

m-  5 (45) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THOSE  INDICTED  OF  FELONIES 

Preston 

Lancastre 

[Presentments  :] 

Richard  son  of  Adam  Willesone  of  Preston  killed  Adam  de  Cathirton  in  the 
town  of  Preston  about  Nativity  St.  John  Bap.,  6th  year  [c.  24  June  1313]. 

John  Starky  killed  John  the  servant  of  Adam  de  Bury  in  the  town  of  Preston, 
St.  Mary  Magdalene’s  Day,  9th  year  [22  July  1315]. 

William  Hichessone  the  miller  of  Walton  killed  Henry  son  of  Richard  del  Clif 
in  the  town  of  Preston  about  Whitsunday,  9th  year  [c.  30  May  1316]. 

William  Lamb  of  Fisshewyk  killed  Robert  son  of  Nicholas  at  Preston  about 
All  Saints’  Day,  15th  year  [c.  i Nov.  1321]. 

Robert  Bolt  the  shoemaker  killed  Thomas  Eggesone  the  miller  at  Preston  about 
Nativity  St.  John  Bap.,  3rd  year  [c.  24  June  1310]. 

Richard  son  of  Adam  de  Wyresdale  killed  William  Crouchoun  in  the  town  of 
Lancastre,  Mon.  in  Easter  week,  14th  year  [20  April  1321]. 

Roger  Placedieu  killed  William  Kegyn  in  the  town  of  Lancastre  in  the  3rd  year 
[1309-10]. 

John  son  of  Roger  de  Cliderhou  killed  Robert  de  Derewent  at  Cumberhalgh  ^ 
on  feast  of  St.  Peter  ad  vincula,  14th  year  [i  Aug.  1320]. 


1 See  mm.  6d.,  7 (46d.,  47). 

2 See  m.  7 (47). 


2 MS.  sic,  the  name  repeated. 

^ Comberhalgh  in  Whittingham. 
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Hundekyn  de  Wolleye  Ayndropsone  of  Chestershire  and  Robert  le  Fletcher  of 
Chestershire  caught  seven  strange  men  of  the  county  of  Westmorland  in  Fulwode 
forest  and  robbed  them  of  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value  of  loos.,  morrow  of  St. 
Mary  Magdalene,  17th  year  [23  July  1323]. 

Gilbert  de  Stirkland,  Thomas  his  brother  and  Henry  de  Oxeclif  robbed  William 
del  Ridding  of  woollen  cloths  to  the  value  of  five  marks  at  Neuton  mill  near  Lancastre, 
Sunday  night  bef.  St.  Matthew  Apos.,  i6th  year  [19  Sept.  1322]. 

Robert  de  Layburn,  late  sheriff  of  Lancastre,  came  into  Lancashire  by  the  orders 
of  Andrew  de  Harcla,  earl  of  Carlisle,  and  made  certain  men  of  the  county,  to  wit, 
William  de  Clifton  and  Nicholas  de  Mareis,  knights,  and  very  many  others,  take 
an  oath  to  be  subservient  ^ to  the  enterprise  of  the  said  earl.  The  jury  say  that 
it  was  because  Robert  had  married  the  earl’s  sister  that  he  made  them  take  this 
oath  unlawfully  and  seditiously  against  the  king’s  estate  and  to  the  king’s  injury. 2 

Robert  de  Tildeslegh  killed  Adam  Scot  the  servant  of  William  le  Botiller  in  the 
manor  of  Weryngton  in  the  first  week  of  Lent,  loth  year  [20-26  Feb.  1317]  and 
Robert  de  Holand,  kinsman  of  the  said  Robert,  harboured  him  although  he  knew 
of  the  felony. 

[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  arrest  them  and  have  them  before  the  king  on  Thursday 
a month  after  Michaelmas.  (Margin  : capianV) 

Afterwards  John  Starky  and  Roger  Placedieu,  having  been  arrested  by  the  sheriff, 
appear.  John  puts  himself  on  the  country  and  is  acquitted.  Roger  shows  the 
king’s  charter  of  pardon,  as  appears  in  the  roll  of  deliveries  of  this  term.^  Therefore 
nothing  with  respect  to  them  etc. 

At  the  same  month  after  Michaelmas  the  sheriff  reports  that  the  others  [except 
Robert  de  Holand]  have  not  been  found.  The  jurors  testify  that  they  have  con- 
cealed themselves,  and  they  suspect  all  of  them  of  the  felonies  presented  against 
them.  The  sheriff  is  to  cause  them  to  be  exacted  to  outlawry  if  they  do  not  appear  ; 
and  if  they  do  appear,  to  have  them  brought  up  on  the  octave  of  Trinity.  (Margin  : 
exiganf) 

It  is  attested  that  Robert  de  Holand  is  in  prison. 

m.  5d.  (45d.) 

Lounesdale 

Blakeburneshir' 

[Presentments  :] 

William  de  Faryngton  and  John  his  brother  killed  John  de  Clayton  at  Meluere 
[Mellor]  in  Blakeburneshire  about  mid-Lent,  i6th  year  [c.  6 March  1323] 

John  son  of  Alan  Paries  is  a common  horse-stealer  and  harbourer  of  thieves  and 
stole  a certain  mare  of  John  son  of  Benedict  de  Eryum  in  the  wapentake  of  Lounes- 
dale in  the  i6th  year  [1322-3],  and  Ellota  Johanesleman  of  Paries  is  his  harbourer 
and  abettor  and  a participator  in  the  larceny. 

William  de  Smalwode  of  Lancaster,  formerly  the  king’s  bailiff  in  Lancaster,  is 
a common  horse-stealer  and  common  thief  and  stole  a certain  foal  of  Alan  son  of 
Hugh  de  Eryum  in  the  wapentake  of  Lounesdale  about  St.  Peter  ad  vincula,  17th 
year  [c.  i Aug.  1323]. 

John  son  of  Ellota  de  Laton  is  a common  thief  participating  with  the  aforesaid 
John  son  of  Alan  de  Parles  and  William  de  Smalewode  in  the  aforesaid  robberies. 

John  son  of  William  de  Rauthemele,  John  son  of  Hamelyn,  William  son  of  Walter 
son  of  Margaret  de  Littledale,  Richard  le  Disshere  of  Lounesdale  and  John  son  of 

2 See  m.  6 (46). 

F 


^ MS.  intendentes . 
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John  de  Balrik  stole  eight  sheep  from  John  le  Forster  in  Robrundale  [Roeburndale] 
aft.  Transi.  St.  Thomas  the  Martyr,  17th  year  [after  7 July  1323]  ; and  Henry  Quelfot 
is  knowingly  their  harbourer  and  a common  thief. 

Henry  Quelfot,  William  Whithouue,  and  Nicholas  of  the  Lee  of  Caton  stole  four 
cattle  from  the  town[s]  of  Claghton  [Claughton]  and  Wra  [Wray],  to  wit,  an  ox 
from  Christiana  Snouball,  an  ox  from  Adam  le  Hirde,  a cow  from  Christiana  de 
Warthill  and  an  ox  from  Agnes  the  wife  of  William  de  Claghton  about  the  feast  of 
St.  Margaret,  17th  year  [c.  20  July  1323]. 

John  son  of  Adam  son  of  Lawrence,  John  son  of  the  same  John  son  of  Adam, 
and  Roger  brother  of  the  same  John  son  of  Adam  are  common  stealers  of  horses 
and  other  beasts  and  stole  a horse  of  John  de  Burgh  in  Tatan  [Tatham]  wood, 
morrow  of  Nativity  St.  John  Bap.,  13th  year  [25  June  1320]. 

Agnes  Conne  of  Helleale  killed  Alice  Speruer  in  the  town  of  Helleale  [Ellel] 
about  Whitsunday,  13th  year  [c.  18  May  1320]. 

Adam  de  Cliderhowe  murdered  Edmund  Talbot  in  the  town  of  Hapton  ten  years 
ago. 

John  son  of  William  son  of  Helewisia  killed  Richard  de  Morle  at  Merle  [Mearley] 
on  St.  Augustine’s  Day,  14th  year.^ 

Adam  del  Halstede  killed  William  Hare  in  the  town  of  Brunie  [Burnley]  in  Blake- 
burneshire  about  the  Exaltation  of  the  Holy  Cross,  17th  year  [c.  14  Sept.  1323]  ; 
and  William  de  Windhill  knowingly  harboured  him  after  the  felony. 

John  the  Briggesmansone  of  Lancastre  killed  John  Thomasyn  in  the  town  of 
Wynmalee  [Winmarleigh]  about  Lammas  Day,  i6th  year  [c.  i Aug.  1322]. 

John  Warde  of  Kendale  stole  forty  sheep  from  Benedict  de  Stubbes  by  night 
at  Halton  in  the  15th  year  [1321-2]. 

Thomas  de  Stirkland,  William  Waleys  lately  the  servant  of  Master  Roger  Scot 
of  Whitinton,  and  John  Paries  stole  a certain  horse  of  John  Stedeman  at  Farleton 
inLonnesdale  in  the  15th  year. 

William  del  Esshes  of  Tenelesheued  broke  into  the  church  of  Warton  in  Kendale 
by  night  eight  years  ago,  taking  and  carrying  off  vestments  and  church  ornaments 
worth  40^;^. 

John  son  of  John  de  Thirnum  and  John  son  of  Richard  de  Thirnum  stole  a certain 
cow  of  William  de  Groskholm  worth  13s.  ^d.  at  Litteldale  in  Lonnesdale  in  the 
1 6th  year  [1322-3]. 

Thurstan  de  Northlee  killed  William  Smart  at  Northlepark  in  the  1 7th year  [1323-4]. 
[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

Charge  was  given  to  the  sheriff  to  arrest  all  the  accused  and  bring  them  before 
the  king  at  Wigan  this  present  Thursday  a month  after  Michaelmas.  (Margin  : cap’) 
William  de  Farington  and  John  his  brother,  John  son  of  Alan  Paries,  Adam  de 
Cliderhowe  and  Thurstan  de  Northlee  come  and  are  acquitted  as  appears  in  the 
rolls  of  deliveries  of  this  same  term,^  and  therefore  Ellota,  indicted  for  harbouring 
John  son  of  Alan,  is  also  quit.  The  sheriff  returns  that  the  rest  of  the  accused 
[except  John  son  of  John  de  Balrik,  William  de  Windhill  and  John  Paries]  cannot 
be  found.  The  jurors  say  they  have  gone  into  hiding  and  suspect  them  of  the 
felonies.  They  are  to  be  exacted  to  outlawry  or  brought  up  before  the  king  on  the 
octave  of  Trinity  [17  June  1324].  (Margin  : exig’) 

The  same  jurors  present  that  John  de  Hauerington  came  from  Andrew 
de  Harcla,  earl  of  Carlisle,  and  unlawfully  and  seditiously  made  numerous 

1 Either  28  Aug.  1320,  the  feast  of  St.  Augustine,  bishop  of  Hippo,  or  26  May 
1321,  the  feast  of  St.  Augustine,  archbishop  of  Canterbury. 

2 See  mm.  6.  6d.  (46,  46d.). 
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men  of  the  parts  of  Fumeux,  to  wit,  Edmund  de  Nevill  and  Baldwin  de 
Gynes,  knights,  and  very  many  others  in  those  parts,  swear  against  their 
will  to  support  the  enterprises  of  the  aforesaid  Andrew,  and  gave  them 
to  understand  that  it  would  be  to  the  great  honour  of  the  lord  king. 
Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  take  him  if  etc.  so  as  to  have  his  body 
before  the  king  at  Wygan  on  Thursday  at  the  month  of  Michaelmas  etc. 
And  at  this  month  of  Michaelmas  the  sheriff  returned  that  the  aforesaid 
John  was  not  found  in  his  bailiwick  etc.  And  the  jurors  testify  that  he 
has  taken  himself  off  and  they  suspect  him  of  the  aforesaid  felony  etc. 
Therefore  order  is  given  to  the  sheriff  to  cause  him  to  be  exacted  from 
county  court  to  county  court  until  etc.  he  be  outlawed  if  he  has  not 
appeared.  And  if  etc.,  then  he  is  to  take  him  and  safely  etc.  so  as  to 
bring  him  in  person  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Trinity  wherever 
etc.  (Margin  : exig).  Afterwards  the  lord  king  sent  word  to  his  justices 
here  by  his  writ  under  the  privy  seal  (which  writ  remains  in  the  file  of 
precepts  of  the  seventeenth  year  of  the  reign  of  the  present  king  and  is 
enrolled  in  the  Hilary  term  of  the  same  year)  that  the  same  king  had 
pardoned  the  aforesaid  John  what  belongs  to  the  king  himself  on  the 
aforesaid  account  etc.,  and  that  the  justices  were  to  surcease  from  pro- 
ceeding thereon  against  that  John  until  etc.^  Therefore  the  same  John 
is  to  have  his  writ  de  supersedendo  de  exigendis  etc.  to  the  sheriff  of 
Lancaster.) 

With  respect  to  William  de  Wyndhill  and  Henry  Quelfot,  indicted  for  harbouring 
Adam  de  Halstede  and  John  son  of  William  de  Rauthemele  respectively,  and  the 
others,  the  sheriff  returns  that  they  are  not  to  be  found.  He  is  to  arrest  them  and 
bring  them  up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary  [20  Jan.  1324]. 

m.  6 (46) 

DELIVERY  OF  THOSE  INDICTED  BEFORE  THE  LORD  KING 
AT  WIGAN 

Lane’ 

2“Adam  de  Cliderhou  was  arrested  upon  indictment  for  the  death  of 
Edmund  Talbot  who  was  killed  at  Apt  on  [Hapton],  and  being  asked 
how  he  wishes  to  clear  himself  of  the  aforesaid  death  says  that  the  lord 
king  by  his  letters  patent  has  pardoned  him  the  suit  of  his  peace  which 
belongs  to  him  for  all  homicides,  felonies  and  trespasses  whatsoever 
committed  by  him  in  the  king’s  realm  ; and  the  same  Adam  puts  for- 

^ For  this  writ,  see  Pari.  Writs,  H,  ii,  243-4. 

2-2  MS.  Adam  de  Cliderhou  captus  pro  morte  Edmundi  Talbot  interfecti  apud 
Apton  vnde  indictatus  est  allocutus  qualiter  de  morte  predicta  se  velit  acquietave  dicit 
quod  dominus  Rex  per  litteras  suas  patentes  perdonauit  ei  sectam  pacis  sue  que  ad 
ipsum  pertinet  pro  quibuscumque  homicidiis  feloniis  et  transgressionibus  per  ipsum  in 
regno  regis  perpetratis  quas  quidem  litteras  idem  A dam  profert  in  hec  verba  : Edwardus 
dei  gratia  Rex  Anglie  Dominus  Hibernie  et  Dux  Aquitanie  omnibus  balliuis  et  fide- 
libus suis  ad  quos  présentes  littere  peruenerint,  salutem.  Sciatis  quod  pro  bono  servicio 
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ward  these  letters  in  these  words  : Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  king 
of  England,  lord  of  Ireland  and  duke  of  Aquitaine,  to  all  his  bailiffs  and 
lieges  to  whom  the  present  letters  shall  come,  greeting.  Know  ye  that, 
for  the  good  service  that  Adam  de  Cliderhou  has  rendered  us  in  the  parts 
of  Scotland,  we  have  forgiven  the  suit  of  our  peace  which  belongs  to  us 
for  whatever  homicides  and  other  felonies  and  trespasses  committed  by 
him  against  our  peace  in  our  realm,  for  which  he  is  indicted,  accused  or 
appealed,  and  also  the  outlawry  if  any  has  been  pronounced  against  him 
for  these  reasons,  and  with  respect  to  these  matters  we  grant  him  our 
sure  peace,  provided  that  he  stands  trial  in  our  court  if  anyone  shall 
wish  to  make  accusation  against  him  concerning  the  aforesaid  homicides 
and  other  felonies  and  trespasses.  In  testimony  of  this  matter  we  have 
caused  to  be  made  these  our  letters  patent.  Witness  myself  at  Linlithgow 
the  twenty-eighth  day  of  October  in  the  fourth  year  of  our  reign. — And 
because  it  is  not  clear  to  the  court  whether  the  aforesaid  Edmund  was 
killed  before  or  after  the  twenty-eighth  day  of  October  in  the  fourth 
year  of  the  reign  of  the  lord  king  aforesaid,  let  an  inquiry  into  the  truth 
of  the  matter  be  made  by  the  country.  And  the  jurors  come,  namely, 
John  de  Simondston,  Richard  de  Tindyheued,  Thomas  de  Dudhill, 
Richard  son  of  Adam  de  Knol,  Henry  Banastre  of  Walton,  Thomas  del 
Grenegore,  John  de  Winkedleye,  Bernard  de  Hacking,  Henry  de  Blakburn, 
Henry  de  Shuttelesworth,  Adam  Burry,  and  William  son  of  Paulinus  ; 
who  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Edmund  was  killed  about  the 
feast  of  the  Exaltation  of  the  Holy  Cross  next  before  the  date  contained 
in  the  aforesaid  charter.  And  now  proclamation  is  (solemnly^)  made 
that  if  there  is  anyone  who  wishes  to  take  action  against  him  concerning 
the  aforesaid  death,  he  is  to  come.  And  no  one  comes.  Therefore  the 
same  Adam  is  to  go  quit.’^  (Margin  : pdon). 

quod  Adam  de  Cliderhou  in  partibus  Scocie  nobis  inpendit  perdonauimus  sectam  pacis 
nostre  que  ad  nos  pertinet  pro  quibuscumque  homicidiis  et  aliis  feloniis  et  transgres- 
sionibus per  ipsum  contra  pacem  nostram  in  regno  nostro  perpetratis  de  quibus  indict- 
atus  rettatus  seu  appellatus  existit  et  edam  vtlagariam  si  qua  in  ipsum  hiis  occa- 
sionibus fuerit  promulgata  et  firmam  pacem  nostram  ei  inde  concedimus  Ita  tamen 
quod  stet  recto  in  curia  nostra  si  quis  versus  eum  loqui  voluerit  de  homicidiis  et  aliis 
feloniis  et  transgressionibus  pr edictis.  In  cuius  rei  testimonium  has  litteras  nostras 
fieri  fecimus  patentes.  Teste  me  ipso  apud  Lynliscu  vicesimo  octauo  die  Octobris  anno 
regni  nostri  quarto.  Et  quia  non  constat  curie  vtrum  predictus  Edmundus  interfectus 
fuit  ante  vicesimum  octauum  diem  Octobris  anno  regni  domini  regis  predicti  quarto 
vel  post,  inquiratur  inde  veritas  per  patriam.  Et  Juratores  veniunt,  videlicet  Johannes 
de  Simondston,  Ricardus  de  Tindyheued,  Thomas  de  Dudhill,  Ricardus  filius  A de  de 
Knol,  Henricus  Banastre  de  Walton,  Thomas  del  Grenegore,  Johannes  de  Winkedleye, 
Bernardus  de  Hacking,  Henricus  de  Blakburn,  Henricus  de  Shuttelesworth,  Adam  Burry 
et  Willelmus  filius  Paulini.  Qui  dicunt  super  sacramentum  suum  quod  predictus 
Edmundus  interfectus  fuit  circa  festum  Exaltacionis  Sancte  Crucis  proximum  ante 
datam  in  predicta  carta  contentam.  Et  modo  [sollempniter^l  proclamatum  est  quod  si 
quis  sit  qui  versus  eum  sequi  voluerit  de  morte  predicta  veniat.  Et  nullus  venit.  Ideo 
idem  Adam  quietus. 
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Lane 

Roger  Placedieu  was  arrested  for  the  death  of  William  Kegyn  who 
was  killed  at  Lancastre  in  the  third  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign, 
whereof  he  was  indicted  ; and  being  asked  how  he  will  acquit  himself 
of  the  aforesaid  death,  he  says  that  the  present  lord  king  pardoned  him 
the  suit  of  his  peace  which  belongs  to  him  with  respect  to  the  aforesaid 
death  by  that  lord  king’s  letters  patent,  which  he  puts  forward  in  these 
words  ; Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  king  of  England,  lord  of  Ireland 
and  duke  of  Aquitaine,  to  all  his  bailiffs  and  lieges  to  whom  the  present 
letters  shall  come,  greeting.  Know  ye  that  at  the  instance  of  our  beloved 
esquire  ^ Henry  de  Lestre  we  have  pardoned  to  Roger  Placedieu  of 
Preston  the  forswearing  of  our  realm  which  he  made  for  the  death  of 
William  Kegeyn  a townsman  ^ of  Lancaster,  whereof  he  was  accused, 
and  also  the  suit  of  our  peace  which  belongs  to  us  for  the  aforesaid  death, 
and  with  respect  to  this  we  grant  him  our  firm  peace  ; provided  that  he 
abide  judgment  in  our  court  if  anyone  shall  wish  to  speak  against  him 
concerning  the  aforesaid  death.  In  testimony  whereof  we  have  caused 
these  our  letters  patent  to  be  made.  Witness  myself  at  Canterbury  the 
twenty-fourth  day  of  Eebruary  in  the  seventh  year  of  our  reign.  (Margin  : 
pdon) — And  now  it  is  solemnly  proclaimed  that  if  there  is  anyone  who 
wishes  to  prosecute  against  him  concerning  the  aforesaid  death,  he  is  to 
come.  And  no  one  comes.  And  by  the  aforesaid  charter  it  is  plain  that 
the  aforesaid  pardon  was  granted  (him^)  long  after  the  aforesaid  felony 
was  committed.  Therefore  the  same  Roger  is  to  go  quit  thereof. 
(Margin:  Q) 

John  de  Holte  comes,  having  been  arrested  for  the  death  of  Richard 
de  Oldom  who  was  killed  at  Mamcestre  on  the  eve  of  the  Nativity  of  the 
blessed  Mary  in  the  thirteenth  year  of  the  present  lord  king’s  reign, 
whereof  he  was  indicted  before  the  lord  king  etc.  And  asked  how  he 
wishes  to  clear  himself  of  the  aforesaid  death,  he  denies  all  force,  felony 
and  death  and  whatever  else  is  against  the  king’s  peace  etc.  And  that 
he  is  in  no  way  guilty  thereof  he  puts  himself  for  good  and  ill  upon  the 
country.  The  jurors  of  divers  wapentakes  chosen  for  this  purpose  say 
upon  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  John  is  in  no  wise  guilty  of  the  afore- 
said Richard’s  death  and  that  he  never  went  into  hiding  on  the  aforesaid 
account.  So  the  same  John  goes  quit  thereof.  (Margin  : Q) 

Nicholas  de  Stubbeleye  and  John  his  son,  Richard  le  Wylde  and  Roger  de 
Dernylegh  appear,  taken  on  indictment  for  the  death  of  William  son  of  Haward  de 
Haselynden  at  Spotland  in  Rachedale  on  the  eve  of  St.  Matthew  the  Apostle,  17th 
year  [20  Sept.  1323].  Asked  individually  how  they  will  acquit  themselves,  they 
deny  all  force,  etc.  and  put  themselves  on  the  country.  The  jurors  of  West  Derby 
and  Salfordshire  declare  them  not  guilty.  (Margin  : Q four  times) 

John  Starky  comes,  arrested  on  indictment  for  the  death  of  John  the  servant  of 


1 MS.  valetti. 


2 MS.  vieler. 
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Adam  de  Bury  at  Preston  in  the  gth  year.  He  denies  all  force,  etc.,  and  puts  himself 
on  the  country.  Jurors  of  Preston  and  Lancaster,  specially  chosen  for  the  case, 
acquit  him.  (Margin  ; Q) 

John  de  Huton,  John  de  Cailegh  of  Holand,  Robert  del  Wolfal,  Robert  de 
Perpoint,  Adam  son  of  Hundekin  de  Hale,  John  son  of  Daykyn,  Matthew  Scot  of 
Hale,  Alan  Ward  of  Sutton,  and  William  de  Huton  appear,  having  been  arrested  on 
indictment  for  the  death  of  John  de  Bykerton,  the  servant  of  William  de  Bradeshawe, 
at  Laylandkirke,  and  for  taking  and  leading  away  a horse  belonging  to  Thomas 
Banastre  there.  They  all  deny  the  charges  and  are  acquitted  by  the  jury  of  the 
country  upon  which  they  put  themselves.  (Margin  : Q nine  times) 

John  son  of  John  ^ de  Parles  was  taken  for  feloniously  stealing  and 
leading  away  a certain  mare  belonging  to  John  son  of  Benedict  de 
Erghium  in  Lonnesdale,  for  common  larceny  of  horses  and  harbouring 
of  thieves,  and  for  stealing  and  taking  away  a certain  horse  of  John 
Stedeman  at  Farleton,  whereof  he  was  indicted  before  the  king.  On 
being  asked  how  he  wishes  to  acquit  himself  of  the  aforesaid  larcenies, 
he  says  that  he  is  a clerk  and  cannot  answer  therefor  without  his  ordinaries. 
Upon  this  comes  Henry,^  parson  of  the  church  of  Standish  acting  as 
deputy  for  [Roger]  ^ the  bishop  of  Coventry  and  Lichfield  by  the  letters 
patent  of  that  bishop,  which  he  puts  forward  in  these  words  : Roger,  by 
divine  permission  bishop  of  Coventry  and  Lichfield,  to  our  beloved  in 
Christ  the  justices  of  our  lord  the  king  appointed  to  hold  pleas  before 

MS.  Johannes  filius  Johannis  de  Parles  captus  pro  quodam  iumento  Johannis 
filii  Benedicti  de  Erghium  in  Lonnesdale  felonice  furato  et  abducto  et  pro  communi 
latrocinio  equorum  et  receptamento  latronum  et  pro  quodam  equo  Johannis  Stedeman 
furato  apud  Farleton  furato  et  abducto  vnde  indictatus  est  coram  Rege  et  allocutus 
qualiter  se  velit  de  predictis  latrociniis  acquietare  dicit  quod  ipse  clericus  est  et  quod 
non  potest  sine  ordinariis  suis  inde  respondere.  Et  super  hoc  venit  Henricus  persona 
ecclesie  de  Standish  gerens  vices  . . Couentr'  et  Lichefeld  episcopi  per  litteras  ipsius 
episcopi  patentes  quas  profert  in  hec  verba  : Rogerus  permissione  diuina  Couentr’ 
et  Lichefeld  episcopus  dilectis  nobis  in  Christo  justiciariis  domini  nostri  Regis  ad 
placita  coram  ipso  domino  Rege  tenenda  assignatis  et  aliis  quibuscumque  ipsius  domini 
Regis  justiciariis,  salutem.  Cum  benedictione  dextere  salutaris  discrecioni  vestre 
presentium  tenore  intimamus  quod  ad  petendum  et  recipiendum  pro  nobis  et  nomine 
nostro  ecclesiastice  libertati  clericos  tam  religiosos  quam  secui  ares  super  quibuscumque 
criminibus  irretitos  et  eosdem  clericos  saluo  custodiendos  quousque  de  eis  per  nos  fiat 
quod  secundum  iura  ecclesiastica  et  canonicas  sanctiones  fuerit  faciendum  dilectis  in 
Christo  filiis  domino  Roberto  de  Cliderhou  et  magistro  Henrico  le  Waleys  Rectoribus 
ecclesiarum  de  Wygan  ei  Standissh  nostre  diocese  et  eorum  cuilibet  per  se  et  in  solidum 
vices  nostras  committimus  cum  coher donis  canonice  potestate.  In  cuius  rei  testimonium 
sigillum  nostrum  presentibus  est  appensum.  Datum  apud  Wroxcestr'  vij.  kalen' 
Nouembr'  ayino  domini  millesimo  trescentisimo  vicesimo  tercio. — Et  petit  ipsum  tanquam 
clericum  etc.  Et  vt  sciatur  pro  quali  debeat  ordinario  liberari  inquiratur  inde  veritas 
per  patriam. — Juratores  ad  hoc  electi  dicunt  sviper  sacramentum  suum  quod  predictus 
Johannes  filius  Johannis  in  nullo  est  culpabilis  de  latrociniis  predictis  nec  sub  raxit 
se  etc.  Ideo  idem  Johannes  inde  quietus. 

2 Cp.  m.  5d.  (45d.),  where  the  name  is  given  as  John  son  of  Alan  de  Parles, 

3 Henry  le  Waleys,  rector  of  Standish,  1301-39. 

* Roger  Northburgh,  bishop,  1322-59.  The  name  is  represented  in  the  MS. 
by  two  dots. 
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that  lord  king  and  to  all  other  justices  whomsoever  of  that  lord  king, 
greeting.  With  the  benediction  of  the  right  hand  of  the  Saviour  we 
intimate  to  your  discretion  ^ by  the  tenour  of  these  presents  that  we 
entrust  to  our  beloved  sons  in  Christ  Sir  Robert  de  Cliderhou  ^ and 
Master  Henry  le  Waleys,  rectors  of  the  churches  of  Wygan  and  Standissh 
in  our  diocese,  and  to  each  of  them  individually  and  fully  with  the  power 
of  canonical  coercion,  our  part  in  demanding  and  receiving  on  our  behalf 
and  in  our  name  clerks,  both  religious  and  secular,  accused  of  whatsoever 
crimes,  to  the  liberty  of  the  church,  and  in  keeping  the  same  clerks  safely 
in  custody  until  there  be  done  by  us  concerning  them  what  ought  to  be 
done  according  to  the  laws  of  the  church  and  canonical  sanctions. 
And  in  witness  of  this  matter  our  seal  is  appended  to  these  presents. 
Given  at  Wroxeter  7 kalend.  Novembr.  [25  Nov.]  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  one  thousand  three  hundred  and  twenty-three. — And  he  craves 
him  as  a clerk  etc.  And  in  order  that  it  may  be  known  in  what  character 
he  ought  to  be  delivered  to  the  ordinary,  let  the  truth  thereof  be  investi- 
gated by  the  country.  The  jurors  specially  chosen  say  upon  their  oath 
that  the  aforesaid  John  son  of  John  is  in  no  wise  guilty  of  the  aforesaid 
thefts  and  did  not  abscond  etc.  Therefore  the  same  John  is  to  go  quit 
thereof  (Margin  : Lrà  epï.  Q) 

m.  6d.  (qbd.) 

John  de  Balrik,  arrested  on  indictment  for  the  theft  of  eight  sheep  belonging  to 
John  le  Forester  in  Rebroundale  [Roeburndale]  comes  and  pleads  benefit  of  clergy, 
Henry,  parson  of  the  church'  of  Standish,  claims  him  as  a clerk.  A jury  of  the 
country  chosen  to  determine  after  what  sort  he  should  be  delivered  find  him  not 
guilty.  (Margin  : Q) 

Robert  son  of  Henry  de  Par  was  taken  for  the  death  of  John  de  Bikerton,  the 
servant  of  William  de  Bradeshagh,  at  Leylandkirk,  for  seizing  and  leading  off  a 
horse  belonging  to  Thomas  Banastre  there,  and  for  breaking  into  the  house  of  Alan 
de  Wyndel  at  Wyndel  and  carrying  away  goods  found  there  to  the  value  of  ;^io. 
He  comes,  and  being  asked  how  he  will  clear  himself  makes  no  reply  and  pretends 
to  be  dumb.  The  jurors  find  that  his  dumbness  is  feigned  “ because  he  spoke  (while 
in  gaoh)  and  could  speak  if  he  wished  ”.  He  is  sent  back  to  prison  for  a day  and 
inquiry  as  to  his  chattels  is  ordered.  (Margin  : ad  dietam  inquiv') 

William  de  Farington  and  John  his  brother  appear  under  arrest  after  indictment 
for  the  death  of  John  de  Clayton  at  Meluere.  Both  plead  privilege  of  clergy  and 
are  claimed  as  clerks  by  Henry  the  parson  of  Standissh.  The  trial  jury  find  them 
not  guilty  and  they  go  quit.  (Margin  : Q twice) 

Alan  de  Eccleston  taken  on  indictment  for  the  death  of  Richard  de  Walton 
at  Lyuerpol,  Makin  de  Suth worth  for  the  death  of  John  le  Prestessone  at  Hulme  in 
Makerfeld,  and  Robert  de  Moston  for  the  death  of  Adam  Miller,  parson  of  the 
church  of  Wynwhyk,  at  Wynwhyk,®  likewise  appear  and  assert  that  they  are  clerks. 

1 A title  of  dignity.  2 Rector  of  Wigan,  1303-34. 

^ MS.  pro  morte  Ade  molendinarij  persone  ecclesie  de  Wynwhyk  apud  Wynwhyk 
interfecti.  The  editor  is  unable  to  find  any  other  reference  to  a clerk  of  this  name 
at  Winwick.  According  to  the  presentment  (see  m.  8)  the  crime  took  place  on  25  May 
1315,  at  which  time  John  de  Bamburgh  was  the  rector. 
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They  are  claimed  as  such  by  Henry  the  parson  of  Standissh,  but  are  all  acquitted. 
(Margin  : Q three  times) 

Roger  de  Neuton  was  arrested  after  being  indicted  for  stealing  a horse  worth 
20S.  belonging  to  William  de  Bradeshagh  at  Wygan.  He  pleads  his  clergy  and  is 
claimed  by  the  aforesaid  Henry.  The  jurors  of  divers  wapentakes,  elected  to  inquire 
in  what  character  he  shall  be  handed  over,  say  that  he  is  guilty  of  the  theft  imputed 
to  him.  Therefore  Roger  is  delivered  to  the  ordinary  as  a convicted  clerk.  His 
lay  chattels  are  worth  ^od.,  for  which  the  town  of  Neuton  will  answer.  (Margin  : 
cliciis  and  sign  for  convictus  cat'  layca  xl.den) 

Robert  de  Hindeleye  and  Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  are  brought  up  on  a charge 
of  killing  John  son  of  Ralph  de  Bikerstaf  at  le  Wolfal.^  The  former  seeks  benefit 
of  clergy  and  on  his  being  claimed  by  Henry  the  parson  of  Standissh  a jury  is  ordered 
to  investigate  etc.  Robert  de  Dalton  pleads  not  guilty  and  puts  himself  on  the 
country.  Both  are  acquitted.  (Margin  : Q twice) 

m.  7 (47) 

DELIVERY  OF  THOSE  INDICTED  BEFORE  THE  LORD  KING 
AT  WYGAN 

Richard  de  Lauton  of  Goldebourne  [Golborne]  comes  arrested  on  indictment  for 
killing  Richard  of  the  Gappe  at  Westle  [West  Leigh],  Sun.  after  Michaelmas,  17th 
year  [2  Oct.  1323]  ; 2 for  breaking  into  the  house  of  Alan  de  Wyndhill  at  Wyndhill 
and  stealing  goods  to  the  value  of  ;^io,  Thur.  aft.  Transi.  St.  Thomas  the  Martyr, 
15th  year  [g  July  1321]  ; for  breaking  into  the  house  of  Robert  de  Belhawe  at  Belhawe, 
Thur.  bef.  St.  Mary  Magdalene  last  [21  July  1323]  ; and  for  seizing  and  taking 
away  from  Neuton  wood  six  horses  belonging  to  William  de  Bradeshagh.  He 
pleads  his  clergy  and  is  claimed  by  Robert  de  Cliderhou,  rector  of  Wygan.  The 
jurors  of  the  wapentakes  of  Salford  and  West  Derby  chosen  to  inquire  the  truth  of 
the  matter  declare  him  guilty  of  these  crimes  and  he  is  delivered  to  the  ordinary  as 
a convicted  clerk.  He  had  no  chattels.  (Margin  : clicus  and  sign  for  convictus) 

Richard  de  Tokstath  was  arrested  for  stealing  a palfrey  of  Thomas  Banastre  at 
Leylondkirke,  Fri.  bef.  St.  Mary  Magdalene,  17th  year  [15  July  1323]  ; for  killing 
Richard  de  Spelhawe  at  Lyuerpol,  Thur.  bef.  St.  Luke  the  Evangelist,  17th  year 
[13  Oct.  1323]  ; and  for  breaking  into  the  house  of  John  de  Lancastre  at  Reynhull 
[Rainhill]  and  stealing  goods  to  the  value  of  20s.,  Sat. ,2  St.  Bartholomew’s  Day, 
17th  year  [24  Aug.  1323]. 

John  son  of  Roger  Bynd  of  Sharpies  was  arrested  for  breaking  into  the  house 
of  William  de  Haliwell  at  Sharpies  and  stealing  linen  and  woollen  cloths  worth  60s., 
Mon.  aft.  Nativity  St.  John  Bap.,  12th  year  [25  June  1319],  and  for  breaking  open 
a chest  of  Roger  de  Smythhill  and  stealing  silver,  woollen  cloths  ^ and  meal,  to  the 
value  of  60s.,  Mon.  aft.  Michaelmas,  12th  year  [2  Oct.  1318].  Thomas  son  of  Robert 
de  Barlowe  was  taken  for  the  death  of  Henry  son  of  Henry  de  Walden  at  Clifton, 
Mon.  aft.  Trinity,  3rd  year  [15  June  1310]  Of  these  offences  they  had  been  indicted 
before  the  king  and  they  now  come.  On  interrogation  they  say  they  are  clerks  and 
are  claimed  as  such  by  Robert  de  Cliderhou,  parson  of  Wygan.  John  son  of  Roger 
Bynd  and  Thomas  son  of  Robert  are  found  guilty  of  the  felonies  charged  against 
them  by  a jury  of  divers  wapentakes.  Richard  de  Tokstath  is  found  guilty  of 

1 Wolfall  in  Huyton  with  Roby. 

2 So  among  the  presentments  on  m.  8 (48)  ; but  cp.  m.  3 (43),  where  the  murder 
is  alleged  to  have  been  committed  on  25  Sept,  at  Lowton,  three  or  four  miles  south 
of  West  Leigh. 

2 MS.  die  sabbati  ; but  in  1323  St.  Bartholomew’s  Day  fell  on  a Wednesday. 

^ MS.  pannis  lanutis. 
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stealing  the  palfrey  of  Thomas  Banastre.  Therefore  all  three  are  handed  over  as 
convicted  clerks.  (Margin  : dic'  con'  clicus  and  sign  for  convictus  twice)  As 
to  the  other  felonies  imputed  to  Richard,  the  jurors  say  he  is  not  guilty.  They  had 
no  chattels. 

Adam  de  Tettelowe  comes  under  arrest  for  the  death  of  John  son  of  Ralph  de 
Bykerstath  at  Wolfal,  Sat.  bef.  Sts.  Simon  and  Jude,  8th  year  [26  Oct.  1314],  and 
Adam  son  of  Richard  de  Radeclif  for  the  death  of  Thomas  son  of  Thomas  de  Vrmeston 
at  Flixton  about  Martinmas,  gth  year  [c.  ii  Nov.  1315].  Adam  de  Tettelowe  denies 
all  force,  felony  and  homicide  etc.  and  puts  himself  on  the  country.  Adam  son  of 
Richard  pleads  privilege  of  clergy  and  is  claimed  by  the  ordinary.  The  jury  declare 
them  not  guilty,  so  they  go  quit.  (Margin  : Q twice) 

Aymund’ 

Leylond’ 

William  le  Kyng  of  Rothelan  [Rhuddlan]  and  Robert  de  Haldeleghes, 
having  been  taken  for  the  death  of  John  son  of  John  de  Clayton  who  was 
killed  at  Meluere  [Mellor]  on  Saturday  in  Easter  week  in  the  sixteenth 
year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [2  April  1323],  whereof  they  were  indicted 
before  the  king,  now  come.  Both  of  them,  being  asked  separately  how 
they  wish  to  clear  themselves  of  the  aforesaid  felony,  say  that  they  are 
clerks  and  cannot  answer  thereon  without  their  ordinaries.  Thereupon 
comes  Robert  de  Cliderhou,  rector  of  the  church  of  Wygan,  acting  as 
deputy  for  [Roger]  ^ the  bishop  of  Coventry  and  Lichfield  etc.,  and 
craves  them  as  clerks  etc.  And  in  order  that  it  may  be  known  in  what 
capacity  they  ought  to  be  handed  over  to  the  ordinary,  let  the  truth 
thereof  be  investigated  by  the  country  etc.  The  jurors  say  upon  their 
oath  that  at  another  time  before  Robert  de  Lathum  and  Henry  de 
Hambury,  the  present  lord  king’s  justices  appointed  to  hear  and  deter- 
mine a certain  felony  of  the  death  of  Henry  de  Biri,  knight,  the  aforesaid 
John  son  of  John  was  indicted  of  force  and  aid  at  the  death  of  the  afore- 
said Henry  de  Bury  ; and  that  when  proceedings  were  taken  against  the 
same  John  before  the  aforesaid  justices,  he  was  put  in  exigent  to  be 
outlawed,  because  he  did  not  come  before  the  justices  to  answer  the 
charge,  and  afterwards  he  was  outlawed.  For  this  reason  the  same 
John  son  of  John  left  the  country  for  a long  time,  for  almost  six  years. 
Later  he  returned  to  the  country  and  came  to  Meluere  where  the  afore- 
said William  le  Kyng  happened  to  meet  the  same  John.  And  because 
the  same  John  had  been  previously  outlawed  in  the  county  court,  and 
also  because  he  had  aided  and  abetted  the  death  of  a certain  William  de 
Farington,  uncle  of  the  aforesaid  William  le  Kyng,  the  latter  asked  him 
to  make  him  amends  and  surrender  himself  to  the  lord  king’s  peace  ; 
but  the  aforesaid  John  immediately  raised  his  staff  intending  to  strike 
the  aforesaid  William  with  it  ; and  when  the  aforesaid  William  took  up 
a certain  crossbow  and  drew  it  with  intent  to  shoot  him,  the  aforesaid 
John  dropped  his  staff  and  drew  out  a certain  misericord  ^ in  order  to 
^ See  above,  p.  22,  n.  4.  2 Dagger. 
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kill  the  same  William  Kyng  with  it  if  he  could,  and  the  aforesaid  William 
took  out  his  knife.  Thus  they  fought  together  and  each  of  them  struck 
the  other,  with  the  result  that  the  aforesaid  John  was  there  killed  by 
the  aforesaid  William  le  Kyng.  And  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Haldeleghes 
was  there  in  force  and  aid  at  the  aforesaid  death.  On  being  asked 
whether  the  aforesaid  William  le  Kyng  and  Robert  could  have  taken  the 
aforesaid  John  alive  or  not,  the  jurors  say  that  they  could  not.  The 
rolls  of  the  coroner  of  the  aforesaid  county  were  thereupon  examined, 
and  it  was  found  therein  that  the  aforesaid  John  son  of  John  was  out- 
lawed, as  is  aforesaid  ; and  (because  i)  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  right 
that  anyone  of  the  king’s  realm  etc.  should  suffer  judgment  for  the  death 
of  anyone  who  has  been  outlawed  and  placed  outside  the  law  and  has 
not  been  restored  to  the  law,  nor  is  willing  to  surrender  himself  to  the 
lord  king’s  peace,  it  is  decided  that  the  aforesaid  William  le  Kyng  and 
Robert  de  Haldeleghes  may  go  quit  thereof.  (Margin  : Q twice) 

m.  7d.  (47d.) 

Salford’ 

Derbys’ 

Henry  de  Par  the  elder  was  arrested  on  indictment  for  breaking  into  the  house 
of  Alan  de  Wyndhill  at  Wyndhill  [Windle],  Thur.  aft.  Transi.  St.  Thomas  the  Martyr, 
15th  year  [9  July  1321],  and  stealing  gold  and  silver  jewelry  and  linen  and  woollen 
cloths  to  the  value  of  ;^io,  and  also  for  breaking  into  the  house  of  John  de  Lancastre 
at  Reynhill  and  stealing  his  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value  of  20s.,  Sat.  aft.  St. 
Bartholomew,  17th  year  [27  Aug.  1323]  ; and  Gilbert  son  of  William  de  Prestcote 
and  William  Tappe  were  also  indicted  and  arrested  for  breaking  into  the  house  of 
John  de  Lancastre  at  Reynhill  and  stealing  his  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value  of 
20s.  on  the  same  Saturday.  They  appear  and  are  severally  interrogated.  Henry 
says  he  is  a clerk  and  is  claimed  by  Robert  de  Cliderhou  ; Gilbert  and  William  plead 
not  guilty.  The  jurors  of  the  wapentakes  acquit  them.  They  did  not  go  into  hiding. 
(Margin  : Q three  times) 

Wygan 

John  son  of  Adam  le  Taillour  of  Perebourn  [Perburn  in  Coppull]  was  indicted 
and  taken  for  the  death  of  Hugh  del  Lone  of  Aston  [?  Ashton  in  Makerheld]  at  Wygan 
about  the  Assumption  B.V.M.,  17th  year  [c.  15  Aug.  1323],  and  Roger  Doun  of 
Wynstaneslegh  for  robbing  Richard  son  of  Maurice  de  Wygan  of  eight  shillings  in 
Neuton  park  about  the  Nativity  St.  John  Bap.,  15th  year  [c.  24  June  1322].  They 
now  come  and  are  separately  interrogated.  John  is  a clerk  and  is  claimed  by  Robert 
de  Cliderhou  ; Roger  denies  the  charge  against  him  and  puts  himself  on  the  country. 
Jurors  specially  chosen  say  that  John  is  guilty  of  the  murder  imputed  to  him,  so  he 
is  delivered  to  the  ordinary  as  a convicted  clerk.  (Margin  : die’  con^)  Roger  is 
declared  not  guilty  ; therefore  he  may  go  quit.  He  did  not  conceal  himself. 
(Margin  : Q) 

Leilond’ 

John  son  of  John  Hullesone  of  Tarleton  comes,  having  been  indicted  and  arrested 
for  stealing  two  mares  of  Henry  de  Lasceles  and  Henry  Proudefote  at  Happelee 
[Appley]  and  for  stealing  two  oxen  of  Robert  le  Tumour  at  Bispham  about  St. 


CORAM  REGE  ROLL  NO.  254  27 

Margaret’s  day,  17th  year  (20  July  1323)  ; likewise  Alan  Wolrich  for  breaking  into 
the  house  of  Alan  de  Wyndil  at  Wyndil  and  stealing  gold  and  silver  jewelry  and 
linen  and  woollen  cloths  to  the  value  of  ^10,  on  the  night  of  Thursday  aft.  Transi. 
St.  Thomas  the  Martyr,  15th  year  (9  July  1321).  Both  deny  all  force,  felony,  theft, 
housebreaking,  etc.  and  put  themselves  on  the  country.  The  jurors  say  they  are 
guilty.  Therefore  etc.  They  had  no  chattels.  (Margin  : ^ twice) 

2 Henry  de  Bikerstath,  Gilbert  de  Bikerstath,  William  son  of  Henry 
de  Ridyng  of  Walton,  Roger  son  of  Hugh  de  Moudeslegh  and  John 
brother  of  the  same  Roger,  Richard  and  Henry  brothers  of  the  aforesaid 
Roger,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Moudeslegh  and  Richard  brother  of  the 
same  John,  Warin  Banastre,  William  son  of  Richard  de  Hole,  Richard 
son  of  John  de  Bradeshagh,  William  de  Lynesay,  Adam  le  Taillour  of 
Cophull,  Henry  Stree,  Thomas  Proudefot  of  Chernok,  Adam  de  Rideleghes, 
John  de  Goldeburn  of  Croston,  William  de  Ridyng  of  Chernok,  Warin 
Dodil,  John  de  Deneholm  of  Burnill  and  Robert  Wodecok  were  arrested 
for  breaking  into  the  house  of  Thurston  de  Northlegh  at  Northlegh 
[Norley]  and  for  feloniously  taking,  leading  and  carrying  away  sixteen 
oxen,  twelve  cows,  and  other  goods,  to  the  value  of  forty  pounds,  on 
Thursday  next  before  the  feast  of  the  Apostles  Simon  and  Jude  in  the  ninth 
year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [23  Oct.  1315]  ; and  for  seizing  the  earl 
of  Lancaster’s  castle  of  Cliderhou  [Clitheroe]  and  feloniously  plundering 
and  carrying  off  weapons  found  there  to  the  value  of  forty  marks  on  the 
Friday  next  following  [24  Oct.]  ; and  for  committing  a certain  robbery 
of  thirty-two  oxen,  twenty  cows,  thirty  bullocks  and  steers  belonging  to 
Ellen  Torbok,  and  other  goods  belonging  to  the  men  of  the  town  of 
Torbok  [Tarbock],  to  the  value  of  a hundred  marks,  on  the  Sunday  next 
following  [26  Oct.]  ; and  for  breaking  into  the  house  of  William  de 
Holand  at  Haydok  and  feloniously  seizing  and  taking  away  a hundred 
sheep,  sixteen  oxen,  twelve  cows  and  other  goods  of  that  William,  to  the 
value  of  forty  pounds,  on  the  following  Monday  ; and  for  breaking  into 
the  house  of  John  de  Langeton  at  Neuton  in  Makerffeld  and  feloniously 
taking  and  carrying  away  corn  and  hay  to  the  value  of  ten  pounds  on 
the  same  Monday  ; and  for  breaking  into  the  barn  ^ of  Thomas  de  Hale 
at  Sonky  [Sankey]  and  there  taking  and  carrying  off  corn,  oats  and 
other  grain  and  goods  of  that  Thomas,  to  the  value  of  twenty  marks,  on 
the  same  day  ; and  for  feloniously  seizing  and  taking  away  five  mares 
with  foals  and  brass  pots  and  other  goods  of  Henry  de  Trafford  at  Trafford, 
to  the  value  of  ten  marks,  on  the  vigil  of  All  Saints  next  following  [31  Oct.]  ; 
and  for  feloniously  plundering  the  goods  and  chattels  of  Gilbert  de 

^ Contraction  for  suspensus,  “he  is  hanged  or  suspendatur,  “he  is  to 
be  hanged  ”. 

2 Gaol  delivery  of  a number  of  persons  alleged  to  have  participated  in  the 
depredations  committed  by  Sir  Adam  Banaster  and  his  followers  in  the  revolt  of 
1315  ; see  m.  12  (52). 

^ MS.  pro  hurgaria  grangie. 
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Culchith  to  the  value  of  a hundred  shillings  at  Wygan  with  banners  flying 
on  the  morrow  of  All  Saints  next  following  [2  Nov.]  ; and  for  the  death 
of  Walter  le  Vauasour,  Adam  de  Wynkidlee  and  Ralph  de  Motton,  who 
were  killed  at  Preston  ; and  for  the  death  of  Richard  son  of  John  de 
Bolton  who  was  drowned  there  in  the  river  of  Ribbil  on  Tuesday  next 
before  the  feast  of  St.  Martin  next  following  [4  Nov.]  ; and  for  feloniously 
stealing  ten  marks  of  silver  and  clothes  and  other  goods  of  Adam  de  Bury 
to  the  value  of  ten  pounds  at  Preston  on  the  same  day  ; and  for  breaking 
into  the  house  of  William  son  of  Nicholas  there  and  feloniously  plundering 
and  carrying  off  goods  worth  ten  pounds  on  the  same  day  ; for  which 
offences  they  were  indicted  before  the  lord  king.  They  come,  and  when 
they  are  asked  each  and  everyone  of  them  severally  how  they  wish  to 
acquit  themselves  of  the  aforesaid  felonies  imputed  to  them,  the  aforesaid 
Henry  de  Bikerstath,  Gilbert  de  Bikerstath,  Richard  son  of  John  de 
Bradeshagh,  Warin  Banastre  and  William  de  Lynesay  say  that  they  are 
clerks  and  cannot  answer  thereon  without  their  ordinaries.  And  upon 
this  comes  Robert  de  Cliderhou,  rector  of  the  church  of  Wygan  acting 
as  deputy  for  [Roger]  ^ bishop  of  Coventry  and  Lichfield  and  demands 
them  as  clerks  etc.  And  that  it  may  be  known  in  what  capacity  etc. 
let  the  truth  of  the  matter  be  investigated  by  the  country.  And  the 
aforesaid  William  son  of  Henry  de  Ridyng  of  Walton  and  all  the  others 
above  interrogated  etc.  deny  all  force,  felony,  robbery,  homicide  and 
whatever  is  against  the  king’s  peace  ; and  that  they  are  not  in  any  way 
guilty  they  put  themselves  for  good  and  ill  upon  the  country.  The 
jurors  of  divers  wapentakes  elected  for  this  purpose  say  upon  their  oath 
that  the  aforesaid  Henry  (de  Bikerstath^),  Gilbert,  William,  Roger,  John, 
Richard,  Henry,  John,  Richard,  Warin,  William,  Richard,  William, 
Adam,  Henry,  Thomas,  Adam,  John,  William,  Warin  Dodel,  John  and 
Robert  Wodecok  are  in  no  wise  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  felonies  and  wrong- 
doings presented  against  them,  nor  did  they  ever  conceal  themselves  on 
the  aforesaid  accounts.  Therefore  the  same  Henry  de  Bikerstath  and 
all  the  others  may  go  quit  thereof.  (Margin  : Q twenty-two  times) 

m.  8 (48) 

SalfoYde 

Derby 

[Presentments  :] 

Henry  Othe  Ridyng  senior  killed  John  le  Roter  at  Lyuerpol,  Sat.  in  first  week  of 
Lent,  14th  year  [7  Mar.  1321]  ; and  Robert  le  Lewed  and  William  Othe  Ridyng 
were  in  force  and  aid. 

Alan  de  Eccleston  killed  Richard  de  Walton  at  Lyuerpol,  Sat.  aft.  Transi.  St. 
Thomas  the  Martyr,  13th  year  [14  July  1319]. 

John  son  of  John  del  Bury  killed  Richard  del  Wolfal  in  Knousle}^  wood  on  the 
Decollation  of  St.  John  Bap.  13th  year  [29  Aug.  1319]. 


1 See  above,  p.  22,  n.  4. 
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Robert  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh  killed  Adam  Scot  at  Werington,  Wed.  in  2nd 
week  of  Lent,  i6th  year  [23  Feb.  1323]  ; Henry  his  brother  aided  and  abetted. 

Richard  del  Dichefeld  killed  Roger  son  of  Richard  de  Pilkyngton  at  Ditton  on 
Easter  Monday,  15th  year  [12  Apr.  1322]  ; and  John  de  Bertington  was  in  force 
and  aid. 

John  de  Par  son  of  Henry  de  Par,  Makin  de  Suthword  and  Alan  Gillesone  othe 
Quyk  killed  John  le  Prestessone  at  Hulm  in  Makerffeld,  eve  of  Holy  Trinity,  13th 
year  [24  May  1320]  ; and  Richard  Lyeng  ^ aided  in  the  felony. 

Robert  Brounrobyn  of  Wolueton  killed  William  le  Taillour  at  magna  Wolueton 
[Much  Woolton],  Sun.  aft.  St.  Lawrence,  15th  year  [16  Aug.  1321]. 

Robert  de  Muston  killed  Adam  Miller  2 the  parson  of  Wynquyk  at  Wynquyk 
on  the  octave  of  Trinity,  8th  year  [25  May  1315]. 

Robert  de  Coghhull  murdered  Nicholas  le  Soutere  of  Hale  at  Hale  on  Thur.  aft. 
Christmas,  14th  year  [i  Jan.  1321]. 

Richard  le  Chapman  of  Reynford  killed  John  his  brother  at  Reynford,  Wed.  aft. 
Nativity  B.V.M.,  15th  year  [9  Sept.  1321]. 

Henry  son  of  Norman  le  Botiller  killed  John  le  Taillour  of  Widnesse  at  Werington, 
Wed.  aft.  Transi.  St.  Thomas,  17th  year  [13  July  1323]  ; Roger  son  of  John  Gernet 
was  in  force  and  aid. 

John  son  of  Henry  de  Par  killed  Thomas  de  Eccleston  at  Werington,  Wed.  aft. 
Nativity  B.V.M.,  17th  year  [14  Sept.  1323]  ; and  Gilbert  son  of  John  del  Meles, 
William  son  of  Roger  del  Halle  and  Alan  Wolrich  aided  and  abetted. 

Simon  son  of  Henry  the  reeve  ^ of  Terbok  killed  Robert  son  of  John  le  Walkere 
at  Terbok,  Sun.  aft.  Ascension  Day,  15th  year  [23  May  1322]. 

Richard  le  Palefreyman  and  Henry  son  of  Henry  le  Page  of  Werberton  killed 
William  son  of  Robert  le  Hunte  of  Thelewal  at  Werington,  Wed.  aft.  Exaltation  of 
the  Holy  Cross,  17th  year  [21  Sept.  1323]. 

Richard  de  Lauton  (of  Goldebourn^)  [Golborne]  killed  Richard  Othe  Gappe  at 
Westlegh,  Sun.  aft.  Michaelmas,  17th  year  [2  Oct.  1323]. 

Roger  son  of  Roger  of  the  Wolfal  killed  John  son  of  John  of  the  Wolfal  at  Woifal, 
Nativity  of  St.  John  Bap.,  15th  year  [24  June  1322]  ; Roger  othe  Wolfal  senior  and 
John  his  son  were  in  force  and  aid. 

J ohn  son  of  J ohn  othe  More  of  Lyuerpol  killed  Richard  de  Spelhawe  at  Lyuerpol, 
Thur.,  St.  Wilfrid’s  Day,  17th  year  [12  Oct.  1323]  ; ^ Richard  de  Tokstath  and  Henry 
le  Mazonn  of  Wolueton  [Woolton]  were  in  force  and  aid. 

John  son  of  John  de  la  More  of  Bikerstath  [Bickerstaffe]  killed  Alan  his  brother 
at  Ormeskirk,  Thur.  aft.  St.  Peter  ad  vincula,  17th  year  [4  Aug.  1323]. 

Richard  son  of  Adam  de  Bathe  murdered  Gilbert  Mocok  at  Acton  [Aughton], 
Mon.  after  Christmas  Day,  15th  year  [28  Dec.  1321]. 

John  le  Wright  of  Hale  killed  Henry  Cokewald  of  Hale  at  Hale  in  the  14th  year 
[i 320-1]  ; and  Henry  le  Wright  of  Hale  and  Richard  son  of  Tille  de  Hale  aided  the 
felony. 

Thomas  de  Kendale  of  Burscogh  killed  Adam  son  of  Avice  at  Ormeskirk,  Thur. 
aft.  Nativity  B.V.M.,  17th  year  [15  Sept.  1323]  ; William  son  of  John  the  reeve  ^ 
of  Burscogh  was  in  force  and  aid. 


1 On  m.  8d  (48d)  this  name  is  given  as  Richard  Leuger. 

2 MS.  molendinarium  ; see  above,  p.  23,  n.  3. 

3 MS.  le  Reue. 

^ As  St.  Wilfrid’s  Day  in  1323  fell  on  a Wednesday,  the  date  here  given  may 
be  an  error  for  Thurs.  after  that  feast  ; cp.  m.  3 (43)  where  the  date  is  given  as 
13  Oct. 

^ MS.  le  prouost. 
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Henry  de  Abberham  murdered  Henry  atte  Gate  at  Abberham  [Abram],  Tues, 
in  Whitweek,  14th  year  [9  June  1321]. 

John  Cokshotheuede  of  Sutton  killed  Alan  Wolrich  of  Par  at  Par,  Sat.  aft.  Nativity 
B.V.M.,  15th  year  [12  Sept.  1321]. 

Henry  son  of  Elias  de  Heton  killed  William  son  of  Jordan  de  Broksopp  at  Boulton 
on  St.  Margaret  the  Virgin’s  Day,  loth  year  [20  July  1316]  ; William,  David  and 
Robert,  brothers  of  Henry,  were  in  force  and  aid. 

Richard  son  of  Matilda  de  Broksopp  killed  William  le  Miller  at  Boulton,  Thur. 
after  Trinity,  14th  year  [18  June  1321]. 

Roger  de  Harewode  killed  Alexander  de  Werdhill  at  Rachedale,  Wed.  bef. 
Sts.  Simon  and  Jude,  14th  year  [24  Oct.  1319]  ; Adam  son  of  Thomas  de  Bury 
the  chaplain  was  in  force  and  aid. 

John  del  Holt  killed  Richard  de  Oldom  at  Mamchestre,  eve  of  Nativity  B.V.M., 
13th  year  [7  Sept.  1319]  ; Hugh  de  Holt  and  Richard  de  Godeleye  were  in  force 
and  aid. 

Thomas  son  of  Adam  de  Baumford  killed  Robert  de  Middelton  at  Rachedale, 
Wed.  after  Nativity  S.J.B.,  14th  year  [i  July  1321]. 

The  same  Thomas  killed  Alexander  de  Werdhill  at  Rachedale,  Tues.  aft.  St. 
Lawrence,  17th  year  [16  Aug.  1323]. 

Adam  Killauerok  killed  Adam  son  of  Margery  de  Stratford  at  Withington, 
Mon.  aft.  St.  Peter  ad  vincula,  5th  year  [2  Aug.  13  ii]  ; William  de  Copperleye  was 
in  force  and  aid. 

Thomas  son  of  Robert  de  Barlowe  killed  Henry  son  of  Henry  de  Walkeden  at 
Clifton,  Mon.  aft.  Trinity,  3rd  year  [15  June  1310]. 

Richard  son  of  Henry  de  Strafford,  knight,  killed  Thomas  son  of  Adam  de 
Vrmeston  at  Stretford,  eve  of  Nativity  S.J.B.,  13th  year  [23  June  1320]  ; Henry 
and  Robert,  brothers  of  the  said  Henry,  Geoffrey  de  Hulm,  Adam  son  of  Thomas 
son  of  Roger  de  Diddesbury  were  in  force  and  aid. 

Thomas  de  Stanesfeld  of  Rachedale,  Nicholas  de  Stubbeleye,  John  his  son, 
Richard  le  Wilde  and  Roger  de  Dernileye  killed  William  son  of  Haward  de 
Haselingden  at  Spotland,  eve  of  St.  Matthew  the  Apostle,  17th  year  [20  Sept.  1323]. 

Henry  son  of  Henry  le  Millere  of  Totyngton  Cok  ^ killed  John  son  of  Tille  de 
Clifton  at  Clifton,  Sat.  aft.  Michaelmas,  8th  year  [5  Oct.  1314]  ; Robert  son  of  Robert 
del  Helde  and  Henry  his  brother  were  in  force  and  aid. 

Thomas  de  Carington  of  Chestershire  killed  Hugh  del  Holt  at  Heton  Noreis, 
Sat.  aft.  St.  Martin,  15th  year  [14  Nov.  1321]  ; Hugh  de  Walkeden,  William  his 
brother  and  Henry  de  Prestale  were  in  force  and  aid. 

John  le  Lene  of  Mamchestre  killed  John  son  of  Henry  de  Mamchestre,  chaplain, 
at  Mamchestre,  Sat.  aft.  Ascension,  12th  year  [19  May  1319]. 

William  de  Rossindale,  mercer,  killed  Robert  le  Mailler  at  Mamchestre,  Sat. 
aft.  St.  Nicholas,  loth  year  [ii  Dec.  1316]. 

[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  take  them  if  found  etc.  and  bring  them  before 
the  king  on  Thursday,  a month  after  Michaelmas  etc. 

See  the  back  of  this  [membrane]. 


m.  8d.  (48d.) 

At  this  month  after  Michaelmas  there  came  the  aforesaid  Alan  de  Eccleston, 
Makin  de  Suthworth,  Richard  le  Chapman  of  Reynford,  Alan  Wolrich,  Richard  de 


1 ? The  cook. 
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Lauton,  Richard  de  Tokstath,  John  del  Holt,  Nicholas  de  Stubleye,  John  his  son, 
Richard  le  Wild  and  Roger  de  Dernileye,  brought  by  the  sheriff. 

Alan  de  Eccleston,  Makin,  John  del  Holt,  Nicholas  de  Stubleye  and  John  his  son, 
Richard  le  Wilde  and  Roger  de  Dernileye  are  acquitted,  as  appears  in  the  roll  of 
deliveries  of  this  same  term  etc.^ 

Richard  le  Chapman  and  Alan  Wolrich  are  hanged. 

Richard  de  Lauton  and  Richard  de  Tokstath  are  handed  over  to  the  ordinary 
as  convicted  clerks,  as  appears  in  the  rolls  of  deliveries  etc.^ 

Henry  othe  Ridyng  and  all  the  others  accused  on  the  principal  charges  are  not 
to  be  found.  The  jury  say  they  have  absconded  and  are  suspected.  The  sheriff 
is  ordered  to  have  them  exacted  and  outlawed  if  they  do  not  appear  ; and  if  they 
do  appear,  he  is  to  arrest  them  and  bring  them  up  on  the  octave  of  Trinity. 

Afterwards  Robert  de  Moston  and  Thomas  son  of  Robert  de  Barlow  come  and 
give  themselves  up.  Robert  is  acquitted  and  Thomas  is  handed  over  to  the  ordinary 
as  a convicted  clerk,  as  appears  in  the  delivery  rolls  of  this  term.^  Therefore  nothing 
as  to  the  writs  of  exigent  against  them  etc. 

As  to  those  indicted  of  force  and  aid,  the  sheriff  is  ordered,  as  before,  to  take 
them  if  found  and  produce  them  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

Afterwards  Roger  son  of  John  Gernet,  Gilbert  son  of  John  de  Meles  and  Henry 
le  Mazon  come  and  are  allowed  bail  until  the  octave  of  Trinity,  as  appears  in  the 
roll  of  mainprises  etc.^ 


m.  9 (50) 


CONCERNING  THOSE  INDICTED  OF  FELONIES 

Further  of  Salford  and  Derby 

The  jurors  present  that  Adam  de  Hindelee  and  Thomas  his  brother, 
Adam  Bletherhose,  (Adam  de  Radclif,  Roger  his  brother^),  Richard  son 
of  William  de  Radeclif,  Hugh  de  Holt  and  John  his  brother,  William  son 
of  Geoffrey  de  Holt,  William  son  of  Geoffrey  del  Birche,  (Hugh  de 
Kilchithi),  Adam  de  Leure,  Adam  de  Whitingham,  Robert  de  Heton, 
David,  Henry  and  William  brothers  of  the  same  Robert,  Jordan  de 
Tettelowe,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Heton,  John  son  of  John  de  Heton, 
Elias  de  Leure,  Adam  de  Wordeleye  and  Geoffrey  his  brother,  Richard 
son  of  Henry  de  Trafford,  knight,  and  Robert  his  brother,  Geoffrey  de 
Hulme,  Richard  son  of  Robert  de  Radeclif,  Hugh  son  of  John  de  Hilton, 
Roger  of  Little  Boulton,  John  son  of  Henry  de  Hilton,  Roger  de  Atherton 
and  Adam  his  brother,  Nicholas  de  Medwecroft,  Richard  de  Wrightington, 
Roger  de  Harewode  and  Roger  de  Radeclif,  bastard,  (and  others^)  on 
Tuesday  next  after  the  feast  of  St.  Nicholas  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  the 
present  king’s  reign  [8  Dec.  1321]  met  Hugh  de  Tildeslee  and  a great 
many  others  of  his  company  at  Cheydokhirst  [Chaddock  Hurst]  and  they 
fought  together,  with  the  result  that  the  aforesaid  John  son  of  Adam  de 
Heton  there  slew  Adam  de  Tildeslee,  Hugh  Huddesone  of  Holt  slew 
Jordan  de  Carynton,  William  son  of  Quenilda  de  Pilkyngton  slew  Richard 

^ See  mm.  6,  6d.  (46,  qôd.j.  2 gee  m.  7 (47). 

2 See  mm.  6d.,  7 (qbd.,  47).  ^ See  m.  13d.  (53d.). 
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Strongbowe,  and  Adam  Bletherhose  slew  Robert  son  of  Jordan  de  Barton, 
which  Adam  de  Tildesle,  Jordan  de  Carynton,  Richard  Strongbowe  and 
Robert  son  of  Jordan  de  Barton  had  come  (there^)  in  support  of  the 
aforesaid  Hugh  de  Tildeslee.  (Margin  : Cheydok)  And  they  say  that 
the  aforesaid  Adam  de  Hindele  and  all  the  others  were  there,  along  with 
the  aforesaid  John  son  of  Adam  de  Heton,  Hugh  Huddesone,  William 
son  of  Ouenilda  and  Adam  Bletherhose,  to  give  force  and  aid  in  com- 
mitting the  aforesaid  felonies  A Therefore  order  is  given  to  the  sheriff 
to  take  them  if  etc.  and  safely  etc.  so  as  to  have  their  bodies  before  the 
king  at  Wygan  on  Thursday  at  the  month  of  Michaelmas.  At  this  month 
of  Michaelmas  the  sheriff  returned  that  the  aforesaid  Adam  de  Hindele 
and  the  others  were  not  to  be  found  in  his  bailiwick  etc.  ; and  the  jurors 
attest  that  the  aforesaid  John  son  of  Adam  de  Heton,  Hugh  Huddesone, 
William  son  of  Quenilda  and  Adam  Bletherhose  have  gone  into  hiding 
and  they  suspect  them  of  the  aforesaid  felonies  presented  against  them. 
Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  have  them  exacted  from  county  court 
to  county  court  until  etc.  they  be  outlawed  if  they  have  not  appeared  ; 
and  if  etc.,  then  he  is  to  arrest  them  and  safely  etc.  so  that  he  may  pro- 
duce them  in  person  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Trinity  wherever 
etc.  (Margin  : exig) 

And  the  sheriff  is  ordered  as  before  to  take  the  aforesaid  Adam  de 
Hindele  ^ and  the  others,  indicted  above  as  in  force  and  aid  of  the  afore- 
said felonies,  if  found  etc.,  and  safely  etc.  so  as  to  have  their  bodies  before 
the  king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary  wherever  etc.  (Margin  : capian) 

The  same  jurors  present  that  Hugh  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh,  Henry, 
John,  Adam  and  Robert,  brothers  of  the  same  Hugh  son  of  Hugh,  and 
Thomas  Harchyn  of  Penelton  [Pendleton]  feloniously  burnt  down  the 
house  of  Margaret  de  Workesley  at  Workesleye  [Worsley]  on  Monday  in 
the  first  week  of  Lent  in  the  tenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [21  Feb. 
1317],  and  there  killed  a certain  Robert  son  of  Martin  le  Clerk  and  threw 
him  into  the  burning  house.  (And  that  Hugh  de  Tildeslee  their  father 
knowingly  harboured  them  after  the  felony  etc.^)  Therefore  the  sheriff 
is  ordered  to  arrest  them  if  etc.  and  safely  etc.  so  as  to  have  their  bodies 
before  the  king  at  Wygan  on  Thursday  in  the  month  of  Michaelmas  etc. 
(Margin  : Workesle).  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Hugh  son  of  Hugh  comes 
and  pretends  to  be  dumb,  and  he  is  committed  to  prison  for  a day,  as 
appears  in  the  delivery  rolls  of  this  term  etc.  And  with  respect  to  the 
aforesaid  Henry  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh,  and  the  others  the  sheriff 
returned  that  they  had  not  been  found  in  his  bailiwick  etc.  ; and  the 
jurors  testify  that  the  aforesaid  Henry,  John,  Adam  and  Robert,  brothers 

1 Cp.  m.  4. 

2 Adam  de  Hindley  was,  on  i Oct.  1326,  granted  a general  pardon  for  this  and 
many  other  transgressions,  on  condition  that  he  stood  his  trial  if  anyone  should 
wish  to  proceed  against  him  [Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1324-y,  323). 


33 


CORAM  REGE  ROLL  NO.  254 

of  the  aforesaid  Hugh  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh,  and  Thomas  Harchyn 
have  taken  themselves  off  on  that  account,  and  they  suspect  them  of  the 
aforesaid  felonies  presented  against  them.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is 
ordered  to  cause  them  to  be  exacted  from  county  court  to  county  court 
until  etc.  they  be  outlawed  if  they  do  not  appear  ; and  if  etc.,  then  to 
take  them  and  safely  etc.,  so  as  to  have  their  bodies  before  the  king 
on  the  octave  of  Trinity  wherever  etc.  (Margin  : exig) 

m.  gd.  (5od.) 

The  same  jurors  of  Salford  and  Derby  present  that  Richard  de  Holand, 
Richard  le  Botiller,  Henry  de  Eccleston  and  Thomas  his  brother,  Richard 
de  Tokstath  and  John  his  brother,  Richard  Wade  of  Torbok,  Thomas  de 
Hindele,  William  del  Haugh,  Richard  le  Prestessone  of  Werington, 
Richard  de  Lauton,  William  de  Fernilye,  Richard  de  Da,  Hundekin  de 
Wolleye,  Thomas  Hauk,  Robert  del  Bank,  Thurstan  his  brother,  William 
son  of  William  de  Wynstanesleye,  Matthew  son  of  Thomas  de  Neuton, 
John  Waltheu,  Robert  his  brother,  John  Whitheued,  Robert  de  Holand 
of  Cayleye,  Richard  de  Dalton,  Robert  son  of  Hugh  de  Dalton,  Roger 
son  of  Henry  le  Milleward  of  Neuton,  Hundekin  son  of  Adam  de  Hale, 
Robert  de  Laghok,  John  son  of  David  de  Hale,  Hugh  son  of  Hugh  de 
Tildeslegh  and  a large  number  of  others  came  to  the  manor  of  William  de 
Bradeshagh  at  Blakerod  on  the  Sunday  night  next  after  the  feast  of  the 
Conversion  of  St.  Paul  in  the  sixteenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign 
[30  Jan.  1323]  with  intent  to  enter  that  manor  with  force  and  arms. 
(Margin  : Blakerod)  And  the  aforesaid  William  de  Bradeshagh,  William 
(son  of  Thomasi)  de  Anderton,  Adam  son  of  William  de  Whitingham  and 
a large  number  of  others  who  were  with  the  aforesaid  William  in  the  afore- 
said manor,  being  beset  by  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holand  and  the 
others  who  intended  to  burn  down  that  manor,  shot  out  arrows  in  order 
to  defend  themselves,  with  the  result  that  the  aforesaid  William  son  of 
Thomas  de  Anderton  there  killed  the  aforesaid  Richard  le  Botiller  and 
the  aforesaid  Adam  son  of  William  there  killed  Richard  Wade.  There- 
fore the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  take  the  aforesaid  William  son  of  Thomas 
de  Anderton  and  Adam  son  of  William  de  Whitingham  if  found  etc.  and 
safely  etc.  so  as  to  have  their  bodies  before  the  king  at  Wygan  on  Thursday 
in  the  month  of  Michaelmas  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  William  son 
of  Thomas  de  Anderton  came  in  charge  of  the  sheriff  etc.  and  he  is  in 
prison  etc.  (Margin  : pri)  And  with  regard  to  the  aforesaid  Adam  son 
of  William  de  Whitingham  the  sheriff  at  the  aforesaid  month  of  Michael- 
mas returned  that  the  same  Adam  was  not  to  be  found  in  his  bailiwick 
etc.  And  the  jurors  testify  that  the  same  Adam  has  absconded  on  that 
account  and  they  suspect  him  of  the  aforesaid  felony  presented  against 
him.  Therefore  order  is  given  to  the  sheriff  to  cause  him  to  be  exacted 
from  county  court  to  county  court  until  etc.  he  be  outlawed  if  he  does 
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not  make  his  appearance  ; and  if  etc.,  then  to  take  him  and  safely  etc.  so 
that  he  may  produce  his  body  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Trinity 
wherever  etc.  (Margin  : exig) 

The  same  jurors  present  that  Richard  de  Holand,  Richard  de 
Holand  of  Sutton,  John  de  Holand,  Robert  son  of  William  de  Hut  on, 
William  de  Huton  and  Thurstan  brother  of  the  same  William,  Alexander 
brother  of  the  same  Thurstan,  John  de  Huton,  Richard  of  the  Doustes, 
Henry  de  Eccleston,  Adam  de  Hindele  and  Thomas  and  John  brothers 
of  the  same  Adam,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Hundekin  de  Wolley,  Adam  de 
Tildeslegh  and  Robert,  Hugh,  John  and  William,  brothers  of  the  same 
Adam,  Robert  de  Par  and  John  his  brother,  Robert  del  Bank  of  Hale 
and  Thurstan  his  brother,  Thomas  Hauk,  Robert  de  Cailegh  de  Holand 
and  John  his  brother,  Richard  de  Irlond,  William  de  Irlond,  Robert  del 
Wolfal  of  Roby,  Robert  de  Perpount  and  Richard  his  brother,  Henry 
del  Ryecroft,  William  son  of  William  Gilibrond,  Richard  de  Tokstath  and 
John  his  brother,  Matthew  Scot  of  Hale,  Roger  son  of  Henry  le  Monner 
of  Neuton,  William  son  of  William  de  Fernyleyes,  William  son  of  William 
de  Wynstanesleye,  John  Whitheued,  Robert  Waltheu  and  John  his 
brother,  Alan  le  Ward  of  Sutton,  John  son  of  John  the  serjeant  ^ of 
Neuton,  Robert  son  of  Ambrose  de  Wrightington,  John  son  of  Robert 
le  Smyth  of  Neuton,  Adam  de  Asshowe,  Robert  Codyn  of  Hyndele, 
Henry  Hog  of  Tildeslegh,  Robert  son  of  Hugh  de  Dalton,  Matthew  son  of 
Thomas  le  clerk  of  Neuton,  Robert  le  Lewed,  Robert  le  White  and  William 
his  brother,  Hugh  de  Thelwal,  Adam  son  of  Hunde  de  Hale,  John  son  of 
Daykyn  de  Hale,  Richard  le  mercer  of  Gerstan,  Richard  le  Taillour  of 
Spek,  William  le  Lewed  and  William  le  Taillour  of  Bretargh  came  to 
Leylondkirke  on  Friday  next  before  the  feast  of  St.  Mary  Magdalene  in 
the  seventeenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [15  July  1323]  and  there 
made  an  assault  upon  William  de  Bradeshagh  with  the  result  that  the 
aforesaid  Henry  de  Eccleston  there  feloniously  killed  one  John  de  Bikerton, 
servant  of  the  aforesaid  William  de  Bradeshagh.  And  the  aforesaid 
Richard  de  Tokstath  feloniously  plundered  and  took  away  the  palfrey 
of  a certain  Thomas  Banastre  who  was  there  with  the  aforesaid  William 
de  Bradeshagh.  And  that  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holand  and  all  the 
others  were  there  in  force  and  aid  at  the  doing  of  the  aforesaid  felonies."^ 
(Margin  : Leylond')  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  take  them  if  etc., 
and  safely  etc.  so  as  to  have  the  bodies  of  all  the  aforesaid  before  the  king 
at  Wygan  on  Thursday  a month  after  Michaelmas.  On  this  day  the 
sheriff  returned  that  he  had  arrested  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holand  of 
Sutton,  and  he  is  in  prison  etc.  ; and  that  the  aforesaid  Richard  de 
Holand  and  the  others  had  not  been  found  in  his  bailiwick  etc.  And  the 
jurors  testify  that  the  aforesaid  Henry  de  Eccleston  and  Richard  de 
Tokstath  have  run  away  etc.,  and  they  suspect  them  of  the  felonies  pre- 
Cp.  Ass.  R.  425,  mm.  26,  26d.  ^ MS.  le  seriaunt. 
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sented  against  them.  So  the  sheriff  is  commanded  to  cause  the  aforesaid 
Henry  de  Eccleston  and  Richard  de  Tokstath  to  be  exacted  from  county 
court  to  county  court  until  etc.  they  be  outlawed  if  they  do  not  appear  ; 
and  if  etc.  then  to  take  them  etc.  and  safely  etc.  so  that  he  may  produce 
them  in  person  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Trinity  wherever  etc. 
(Margin  : exig)  Later  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Tokstath  came  in 
charge  of  the  sheriff  etc.  and  he  is  (afterwards^)  delivered  to  the  ordinary 
as  a convicted  clerk  etc.,  as  appears  in  the  delivery  rolls  of  this  same 
term  etc.^ 

And  as  before  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  take  the  aforesaid  Richard  de 
Holand  and  the  others  indicted  above  of  force  and  aid  in  the  felonies 
aforesaid  if  found  etc.  and  safely  etc.  so  as  to  have  their  bodies  before  the 
king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary  wherever  etc. 

m.  10  ^ 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THOSE  INDICTED  OF  FELONIES 
IN  SALFORDE  AND  [wEST]  DERBY 


[Presentments  :] 

William  son  of  William  atte  Fernelyes,  Richard  de  Lauton  of  Goldebourn, 
Robert  son  of  Henry  de  Par  junior,  Henry  de  Eccleston,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Henry 
Hogg  monner  of  Tildeslegh,  Henry  del  Ernesheued,  Richard  his  brother,  Alan 
Wolrich,  William  le  Syngger  of  Par,  Roger  son  of  Christiana  de  Eccleston,  and 
Henry  de  Par  senior  broke  into  the  house  of  Alan  de  Wyndhill  at  Windhill  [Windle] 
by  night  on  Thur.  aft.  Translation  of  St.  Thomas,  15th  year  [9  July  1321],  and  carried 
ofi  gold  and  silver  jewelry  and  linen  and  woollen  cloths  worth  £10. 

Hugh  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh,  Richard  de  Lauton  of  Goldebourn,  William  son 
of  William  atte  Fern  y ley  es,  Adam  Bletherhose,  John  Whitheued,  Richard  Da  of 
Chestershire,* *  Hundekin  de  Wolleye  and  William  le  Syngger  of  Par  broke  into  the 
house  of  Robert  de  Belhagh  at  Belhagh  ^ by  night,  Thur.  bef.  St.  Mary  Magdalene, 
17th  year  [21  July  1323],  and  carried  away  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value  of  ;^io. 

William  Somer  son  of  Thomas  Stouf,  Robert  Morel  “ mille  ward  ”,  Adam  son  of 
Henry  son  of  Robert  de  Hasken,  and  John  son  of  Huppinus  le  Crouder  ^ broke  into 
the  house  of  Dionysia  de  Bikerstath,  widow,  on  the  night  of  Thur.  bef.  St.  James 
the  Apostle,  i6th  year  [22  July  1322],  and  carried  away  goods  and  chattels  worth 
20s. 

J ohn  son  of  Richard  de  Hilton  of  Werington  stole  a horse  of  Robert  le  Dun  worth 
one  mark,  Thur.  aft.  St.  Barnabas,  15th  year  [17  June  1322]. 

John  son  of  Adam  de  Heton,  David  de  Heton,  William  and  Henry  brothers  of 
the  same  David,  Richard  son  of  Joan  de  Heton,  Hugh  son  of  John  de  Hulton, 
Alexander  del  Wode,  Roger  and  Robert  brothers  of  the  same  Alexander,  and  John 
son  of  Roger  de  Sharpies  broke  a chest  of  Richard  de  Smythill  at  Boulton  and  stole 
and  carried  off  goods  found  therein,  to  wit,  silver,  clothes  and  meal,  to  the  value  of 
60s.,  Sun.  aft.  St.  Mark  Evangelist,  15th  year  [2  May  1322]. 

^ See  m.  7 (47). 

2 This  membrane  bears  no  seventeenth-century  notation. 

® This  word  appears  to  have  been  written  over  an  erasure. 

* Probably  Bullough  in  Anglezark,  Bolton  parish. 

® " the  fiddler  ”, 


36  SOUTH  LANCASHIRE  IN  THE  REIGN  OF  EDWARD  H 

David  de  Heton,  John  son  of  Roger  Bynd  of  Sharpies  and  William  son  of  Emma 
Penker  broke  into  the  house  of  Roger  Kymbock  at  Harewod  ^ and  took  away  linen 
and  woollen  cloths,  cheese  and  butter,  worth  60s.,  Mon.  aft.  Michaelmas,  12th  year 
[2  Oct.  1318]. 

Hugh  son  of  John  de  Hilton,  Richard  del  Wytheeuese  of  Hulton,  Henry  Hogg 
and  John  le  Harpour  of  Samelesbury  broke  into  the  house  of  Robert  del  Thornes  at 
Hulton  and  carried  away  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value  of  40s.,  on  the  night  of 
Wed.  in  Whitweek,  14th  year  [10  June  1321]. 

John  de  Holt,  William  son  of  Geoffrey  de  Holt,  William  son  of  Geoffrey  del 
Birches,  Hugh  son  of  Geoffrey  del  Holt,  Nicholas  son  of  Robert  Hare  of  Pilkyngton, 
Robert  del  Helde  of  Pilkington,  Henry  son  of  Robert  del  Helde  of  Pilkyngton,  and 
Roger  Conne  seized  and  led  away  12  oxen  and  2 cows  belonging  to  Adam  de  Bredburi 
at  Hawerthyn,  Mon.  aft.  St.  James,  12th  year  [31  July  1318]  ; and  likewise  a mare 
of  Robert  de  Dokenfeld  at  Dokenfeld. 

John  son  of  Roger  Bynd,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Heton,  David  de  Heton,  Alexander 
del  Wode,  Robert  his  brother,  Geoffrey  the  servant  of  the  aforesaid  David,  and 
Adam  son  of  Adam  de  Sharpies  broke  into  the  house  of  William  de  Haliwell  at 
Sharpies  and  took  away  linen  and  woollen  cloths,  gold  and  silver,  to  the  value  of 
605.,  Mon.  aft.  Nativity  S.J.B.,  12th  year  [25  June  1319]  ; Robert  de  Heton  was 
an  assenting  party  and  knowingly  took  part  of  the  said  chattels. 

Adam  son  of  Adam  del  Wode,  Robert  son  of  William  del  Wode,  Alexander  his 
brother,  and  Henry  de  Abburham  stole  and  took  away  two  oxen  belonging  to  John 
del  Hill  of  Halywell  at  Haliwell  on  the  night  of  Mon.  aft.  Michaelmas,  15th  year 
[5  Oct.  1321I. 

William  le  Taillur  son  of  William  de  Eggeworth  of  Bretargh  knowingly  harboured 
the  aforesaid  evildoers  after  the  felony,  and  stole  two  garments  ^ belonging  to  Alice 
de  Radeclif  in  Radeclif  church  in  Lent,  15th  year. 

Henry  de  Par,  Robert  and  John  sons  of  the  same  Henry,  Richard  de  Lauton 
of  Goldebourn,  William  son  of  William  atte  Fernyleyes,  William  le  Syngger  of  Par, 
Alan  Wolrich,  Richard  de  Tokstath  and  John  his  brother,  Roger  le  Mouner  of  Neuton, 
Hundekin  de  Wolley,  Gilbert  son  of  William  de  Prestcote,  and  William  Tappe  broke 
into  the  house  of  John  de  Lancastre  at  Reynhill  and  carried  off  goods  found  there 
to  the  value  of  20s.,  Sat.  bef.  St.  Bartholomew,  17th  year  [20  Aug.  1323]. 

Adam  son  of  Richard  de  Radeclif,  John  and  Roger  brothers  of  the  same  Adam, 
Robert  son  of  Elias  de  Heton,  David  de  Heton,  and  Hugh  de  Tettelowe  killed  Thomas 
son  of  Thomas  de  Vrmeston,  Tues,  after  Martinmas,  9th  year  [18  Nov.  1315]. 
Jordan  de  Walkeden  and  Robert  de  Walkeden  were  in  force  and  aid. 

Robert  le  Wysman  of  Middelton  killed  William  de  Wordhill  at  Rachesdale, 
Wed.  aft.  Michaelmas,  15th  year  [30  Sept.  1321]  ; Geoffrey  son  of  Hugh  le  Barkere 
aided  and  abetted. 

Richard  de  Holand,  knight,  Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  Adam  de  Tettelowe, 
Robert  de  Hindelee,  and  William  de  Huton  killed  John  son  of  Ralph  de  Bykerstath 
at  Wolfal,  Sat.  bef.  Sts.  Simon  and  Jude,  8th  year  [26  Oct.  1314]. 

Adam  de  Tettelowe,  kinsman  of  Robert  de  Holand,  killed  William  son  of  Alan 
de  Mamchestre,  chaplain,  in  the  churchyard  of  Mamchestre,  Sat.  aft.  Lammas  Day, 
loth  year  [7  Aug.  1316],  and  afterwards  obtained  a letter  from  the  earl  of  Lancaster 
and  letters  of  pardon  from  Robert  de  Holand  for  the  aforesaid  death  so  that  no  one 
might  intermeddle  on  the  king’s  behalf  against  him,  and  thus  he  remains  in  the 
country  under  the  protection  of  the  same  letters. 

Adam  son  of  Adam  de  Hindelee  and  Thomas  his  brother,  Adam  Bletherhose, 
Richard  de  Lauton,  William  son  of  William  de  Fernyleyes,  John  Whitheued,  Henry 
de  Eccleston,  William  son  of  William  de  Wynstanesleye,  and  Hugh  son  of  Hugh  de 


^ Harwood,  near  Bolton. 


2 MS.  robas. 
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Tildeslegh  seized  six  horses  of  William  de  Bradeshagh  at  Neuton  wood  by  night 
and  took  them  away. 

[Process  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  secure  the  appearance  of  those  indicted  on  Thur,  a 
month  after  Michaelmas.  (Margin  : cap’) 

On  that  day  he  brought  up  Richard  de  Lauton,  Robert  son  of  Henry  de  Par, 
Alan  Wolrich,  Henry  de  Par  senior,  Hugh  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh,  John  son  of 
Richard  de  Hulton  of  Werington,  John  son  of  Roger  Bynd  of  Sharpies,  John  de 
Holt,  William  son  of  Geoffrey  de  Holt,  Richard  de  Tokstath,  Gilbert  son  of  William 
de  Prestcote,  William  Tappe,  Robert  de  Dalton,  Robert  de  Hindele  and  William  de 
Huton. 

Richard  de  Lauton,  John  son  of  Roger  Bynd  of  Sharpies  and  Richard  de  Tokstath 
are  handed  over  to  the  ordinary  as  convicted  clerks. 

Robert  son  of  Henry  de  Par  and  Hugh  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh  are  remanded 
for  a day  etc. 

Alan  Wolrich  and  John  son  of  Richard  de  Hulton  are  hanged  etc. 

Henry  de  Par  senior,  John  de  Holt,  William  son  of  Geoffrey,  Gilbert,  William 
Tappe,  Robert  de  Dalton,  Robert  de  Hindele  and  William  de  Huton  are  acquitted 
as  appears  in  the  delivery  rolls  of  this  term. 

As  to  all  the  others  indicted  the  sheriff  reports  that  they  cannot  be  found. 

See  further  on  the  back  [of  this  membrane]. 


m.  lod. 

The  jurors  testify  that  they  have  absconded.  The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  have 
them  exacted,  etc.,  and  if  they  appear  to  arrest  them  for  appearance  before  the 
king  on  the  octave  of  Trinity. 

Afterwards  Adam  de  Radeclif  comes  and  gives  himself  up  to  the  marshal’s 
prison  and  is  subsequently  acquitted,  as  appears  in  the  delivery  rolls  of  this  term.^ 
John  and  Roger,  brothers  of  Adam,  come  and  surrender  themselves  to  the  peace 
in  the  custody  of  Gilbert  de  Suth worth, sheriff,  who  will  answer  for  them  at  the  next 
delivery,  and  they  are  in  prison.  And  they  are  to  have  their  chattels,  if  any,  handed 
over  on  that  account  etc.  (Margin  : pvi’  twice) 

As  to  William  le  Taillour  of  Bretargh,  Robert  de  Heton,  Jordan  de  Walkeden, 
Robert  his  brother,  Geoffrey  son  of  Hugh  le  Barker  and  Robert  de  Holand,  knight 
(indicted  of  force  and  aid  etc.^),  the  sheriff  reports  that  they  have  not  been  found, 
and  as  before  he  is  ordered  to  arrest  and  produce  them  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

m.  II  (51) 


THE  LAST  OF  THE  INDICTMENTS  St[an]ton 

Inquisition  taken  before  the  lord  king  at  Wygan  on  the  morrow  of 
All  Souls  in  the  seventeenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [3  Nov.  1323] 
by  means  of  Richard  de  Workesle,  John  de  Assheton,  Adam  de  Chernok, 
Robert  de  Grelley,  John  de  Hasketh,  John  Banastre  of  the  Bonk,  Adam 
de  Bikerstath,  Robert  Molyneux  of  Thornton,  William  de  Standissh, 
John  de  Coppil,  Walter  de  Aghton  and  Adam  de  Hoghwyk,  jurors  of 
[West]  Derbyshire,  Leylondshire,  Salforthshire  and  Blakeburneshire. 

They  say  upon  their  oath  that  Robert  de  Holand  sent  his  letter  to 

1 See  m.  7 (47). 
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William  de  Holand  telling  him  to  kill  Roger  de  Cliderhou  as  soon  as  he 
came  into  the  county  of  Lancaster,  and  by  authority  of  this  letter  the 
same  William,  on  learning  that  the  aforesaid  Roger  was  at  the  house  of 
William  de  Clifton  in  Westby  in  Aimdern’  [Amounderness],  gathered 
about  him  John  de  Holand,  Robert  de  Hyndele,  Thomas  de  Hindele, 
Henry  Banastre  of  Walton  in  the  Dale,  Peter  le  Taillour  of  Preston, 
Robert  son  of  Thurstan  de  Perpount,  John  le  Palefreyman  and  other 
persons  unknown,  who,  on  Saturday  in  the  first  week  of  Lent  in  the  third 
year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [7  March  1310],  with  the  assent  of  the 
aforesaid  Robert  de  Holand  and  William  de  Holand,  came  to  the  afore- 
said house  at  Westby,  entered  it  and  there  made  an  assault  on  that  Roger, 
inflicting  wounds  upon  him  ; and  the  aforesaid  John  Palefreyman  pierced 
him  to  the  heart  with  a certain  sword,  so  that  he  died  thereof.  And 
they  say  that  that  murder  was  done  by  the  order  of  the  aforesaid  Robert 
de  Holand,  with  the  force  and  aid  of  all  the  others  named  above.  But 
what  person  or  persons  harboured  them  afterwards  they  know  not. 
Afterwards  there  came  the  aforesaid  John  de  Holand,  Robert  de  Hindele 
and  Henry  Banastre,  and  they  vouched  the  record  of  John  de  Doncaster 
and  his  fellows,  as  appears  below  etc.^ 

Likewise  they  say  that  on  Tuesday  the  Feast  of  St.  Martin  in  the 
ninth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [ii  Nov.  1315]  William  de  Holand, 
Thurstan  de  Northlegh,  Adam  Bletherhose,  John  de  Holand,  Robert  de 
Hindelegh,  Adam,  Thomas  and  John,  brothers  of  the  same  Robert,  Hugh 
de  Tildeslegh,  Robert  son  of  Jordan  le  Prestsone  of  Mamcestre,  Richard 
de  Holand  of  Cailegh,  Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  Richard  of  the  Doustes, 
John  son  of  David  the  cobbler  of  Hale,  William  le  Penker,  Henry  of  the 
Helde,  William  (son  of  Henryk)  de  Hut  on,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Irlond 
and  other  unknown  persons  to  the  number  of  about  three  hundred,  whose 
names  they  do  not  know,  came  to  the  house  of  Henry  de  Eufurlong  at 
Chernok  [Charnock  Richard]  where  Adam  Banastre  and  Henry  de  Lee, 
knights,  were  lodging,  and  there,  by  the  assent  and  procuration  of  the 
said  Henry  de  Eufurlong,  they  captured  the  said  Adam  and  Henry  and 
brought  them  to  Laylondmore  ; and,  by  the  order  of  Thomas  earl  of 
Lancaster  and  Robert  de  Holand  and  with  the  force  and  aid  of  the  others 
named  above,  the  aforesaid  Robert  son  of  Jordan  le  Prestsone  (who  has 
since  died)  beheaded  the  same  Adam  Banastre  and  Henry  de  Lee  feloni- 
ously and  against  the  lord  king’s  peace  ; and  they  plundered  the 
same  Adam  and  Henry  de  Lee  of  their  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value 
of  40s.,  to  wit,  two  haketons,2  gold  buckles,^  swords,  daggers  ^ and 
a set  of  rosary  beads,  ^ which  the  same  Thurstan  de  Northleie  took  and 
carried  away  against  the  peace  etc.  And  they  say  that  Robert  de 

1 Cp.  m.  13d.  (53d-)- 

2 Padded  or  quilted  tunics  worn  under  mail  armour. 

® MS.  firmacidis  aureis.  ■*  MS.  misericordis.  ® MS.  vino  pare  de  paternosters. 
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Holand  and  the  earl  of  Lancaster  harboured  them  knowingly  after  the 
aforesaid  felony.  Afterwards,  on  Friday  the  ninth  day  of  March  in  the 
seventeenth  year  [1324],  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Dalton  came  into  court 
and  found  mainpernors,  namely,  John  de  Orreton,  knight,  of  (county^), 
Cumberland,  William  de  Hillom  of  county  York,  Hugh  de  Tildesley  and 
John  Trauers  of  county  Lancaster,  Richard  de  Neuport  of  county  Kent, 
and  Robert  de  Cateby  of  county  Leicester,  who  mainprised  the  aforesaid 
Robert  de  Dalton  to  have  him  before  the  king  when  the  lord  king  wishes 
to  speak  against  him  on  the  matter  etc.  [their]  bodies  for  [his]  body  etc. 

They  also  say  that  on  Tuesday  next  before  the  feast  of  St.  Martin  in 
the  ninth  year  of  the  present  lord  king’s  reign  [4  Nov.  1315]  John  de 
Haueryngton,  knight,  and  Michael  his  brother,  William  de  Dakre  and 
Edmund  his  brother,  knights,  Walter  de  Stirkland  ^ and  Richard  de 
Denton,  knights,  and  many  others  of  their  company,  numbering  about 
three  hundred  armed  men,  came  to  Preston  with  banners  flying  by  the 
order  of  the  earl  of  Lancaster  and  Robert  de  Holand,  in  order  to  capture 
Adam  Banastre  ; and  that  when  the  aforesaid  Adam,  and  Nicholas  de 
Sengleton,  Ralph  de  Bikerstath,  Robert  de  Chernok,  Ranulf  de  Meyn- 
waryng  and  Nicholas  de  Suthworth,  of  the  company  of  that  Adam, 
learned  that  the  aforesaid  John  de  Hauerington  and  the  others  were 
coming  in  support  of  that  earl  and  Robert  de  Holand,  they  met  them 
between  the  town  of  Preston  and  Depedale,  and  each  party  attacked 
the  other,  with  the  result  that  the  aforesaid  Nicholas  de  Sengleton, 
Ralph  de  Bikerstath,  Robert  de  Chernok,  Ranulf  de  Meynwaryng  and 
Nicholas  de  Suthworth  were  slain  there  on  the  same  day,  and  the  afore- 
said Adam  fled  and  escaped. 

They  also  say  that  Robert  de  Caylegh  and  Robert  May,  parson  of  a 
moiety  of  the  church  of  Mokynton  [Mugginton]  in  East  Derbyshire, ^ 
Richard  Botoun  and  Richard  son  of  Robert  le  Taillour  of  Lathum  and 
other  persons  unknown  captured  Henry  Nightegale  at  Horskar  and 
brought  him  to  Dalton,  and  because  he  belonged  to  the  company  of 
Adam  Banastre  they  beheaded  him  there  by  the  order  of  the  earl  of 
Lancaster  and  Robert  de  Holand. 

They  also  say  that  Elcock  de  Haynesworth,  Adam  de  Hindele  and 
Adam  Bletherhose  seized  Roger  de  Leuere  at  Haynesworth  [Ainsworth] 
and  brought  him  before  William  de  Holand  at  Clayton  because  he 
belonged  to  the  company  of  Adam  Banastre  ; and  that  the  aforesaid 
William  immediately  ordered  a certain  Richard  son  of  Henry  del  Crok 
to  behead  the  aforesaid  Roger  under  pain  of  losing  his  own  head  ; and 
this  Richard,  for  fear  of  death  and  against  his  own  will,  there  cut  off  the 
head  of  the  aforesaid  Roger  in  the  presence  of  that  William. 

^ See  below,  p.  42,  n.  i. 

2 I.e.,  the  county  of  Derby,  so  called  to  distinguish  it  from  the  hundred  of  West 
Derby  in  Lancashire. 
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They  also  say  that  on  Thursday  next  after  the  feast  of  All  Saints  in 
the  ninth  year  of  the  reign  of  the  present  lord  king  [6  Nov.  1315],  John 
de  Hauerington,  knight,  and  Michael  his  brother,  William  de  Dakre  and 
Edmund  his  brother,  knights,  Walter  de  Stirkeland  and  Richard  de 
Denton,  knights,  Robert  de  Holand,  William  de  Holand,  Stephen  de 
Segraue,  knight,  Thurstan  de  Northleye,  Thomas  de  Chedle  and  John 
his  brother,  John  de  Holand,  Edmund  de  Pemberton,  Robert  de  Huton 
and  William  his  brother,  Henry  de  Par,  Robert  de  Bulkeleye,  William, 
Thomas  and  David,  brothers  of  the  same  Robert,  Robert  de  Preyers, 
Robert  de  Wynyngton,  John  and  Robert  his  brothers,  Thomas  de 
Baumuill,  Richard  Starky,  Hundekin  Starky,  Aydropus  de  Wollay, 
Robert  le  Lewed,  and  William  le  Lewed,  and  many  other  unknown 
persons,  numbering  about  two  thousand  armed  men  on  horse  and  on 
foot,  entered  the  wapentake  of  Leylondshire  by  the  order  and  com- 
mission of  Thomas  earl  of  Lancaster,  and  there  rode  about  armed,  taking 
of  the  goods  and  chattels  of  the  men  living  in  that  country,  to  wit,  of  their 
horses,  oxen,  cows,  bullocks,  silver,  gold,  linen  and  woollen  cloths  and 
other  goods  and  chattels,  to  the  value  of  five  thousand  pounds,  and  they 
carried  (and  led^)  them  away  against  the  king’s  peace  : to  wit,  from 
Thomas  de  Longtree  goods  to  the  value  of  £20,  from  John  de  Hasketh 
goods  to  the  value  of  60  marks,  from  William  de  Standissh  goods  to  the 
value  of  £20  ; and  so  from  divers  men  of  that  country  up  to  the  sum  of 
five  thousand  pounds,  to  the  loss  of  the  people  and  against  the  king’s 
peace. 

See  the  back  of  this  [membrane]. 


m.  iid.  (5id.) 

The  jurors  also  say  that  on  the  night  of  All  Saints’  Day  in  the  ninth 
year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [i  Nov.  1315]  William  de  Holand,  Thurstan 
de  Northlegh,  Henry  de  Eccleston,  Henry  de  Par,  Robert  de  Hunton  ^ 
and  William  his  brother,  John  de  Holand,  Richard  of  the  Bonk  of  Dale,^ 
Robert  and  Thurstan  his  brothers,  Makin  Scot  of  Hale,  Ranulf  son  of 
Adam  de  Hale,  Thurstan  de  Bradele  of  Hale  (Margin  : xl.fin.),  Adam  de 
Laghok  of  Hale,  and  other  persons  unknown  came  to  Wygan  and  took 
of  the  goods  and  chattels  of  divers  men  of  the  same  town,  to  wit,  from 
William  son  of  Walter  goods  to  the  value  of  20  marks,  from  John  son  of 
Hugh  goods  to  the  value  of  10  marks,  from  William  Russel  goods  to  the 
value  of  £40,  from  Henry  Russel  goods  to  the  value  of  £20,  from  William 
le  Skynnere  goods  to  the  value  of  10  marks,  and  from  many  others  of  the 
same  town  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value  of  300  marks  ; and  they 
carried  them  away  against  the  king’s  peace  and  to  the  people’s  loss. 
Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Thurstan  de  Bradele  came,  and  being  unable 

^ MS.  sic  ; rectius  Huyton. 


^ MS.  sic  ; rectius  Hale. 
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to  deny  the  aforesaid  trespass  imputed  to  him  made  fine  with  the  lord 
king  by  40s.  by  the  pledge  of  Robert  de  Blakebourn,  Thomas  de  Hale, 
Henry  Gilibrond  (and^)  Adam  le  Pesteur,  who  also  mainprised  him,  their 
bodies  for  his  body,  that  thenceforth  he  would  be  of  good  behaviour  etc. 
(Margin  : xl.s.^) 

They  also  say  that  Robert  de  Holand  took  by  extortion  260  marks 
from  Adam  de  Bikerstath,  goods  to  the  value  of  24  marks  from  Robert 
de  Chernok,  and  goods  belonging  to  William  de  Bradeshagh  at  Hagh  and 
Blakerode  worth  £40.  And  they  say  that  on  Friday  next  after  the  feast 
of  All  Saints  in  the  ninth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [7  Nov.  1315] 
Richard  of  the  Doustes,  John  de  Myners,  [and]  Richard  le  Payntour  of 
Holand  came  to  Robert  de  Shireburn’s  house  at  Longet  on  and  seized 
and  took  away  goods  and  chattels  of  that  Robert  to  the  value  of  £10 
against  the  king’s  peace. 

They  also  say  that  Elias  de  Holand  [and]  Alan  de  Boulton  feloniously 
killed  Alexander  de  Tourton  at  Tourton  [Turton]  in  the  tenth  year  of 
the  present  king’s  reign  ; and  William  Howell  of  Tourton  ordered, 
agreed  to  and  directed  the  commission  of  the  aforesaid  felony. 

They  also  say  that  William  de  Baggele,  knight,  Hamo  de  Asshele  and 
Richard  his  brother,  John  le  Harpour  of  Asshele  [Ashley],  Thomas  de 
Chedle  and  John  his  brother,  Thomas  son  of  Roger  le  Criour,  and  Jordan 
de  Clayden  and  others  pursued  Adam  son  of  Adam  the  reeve  ^ of  Clacton, ^ 
a notorious  thief  indicted  for  sundry  felonies  in  that  county,^  to  Neuton 
near  Mamchestre,  and  he  fled  there  into  the  house  of  one  Adam  Spadeberd 
for  fear  of  being  captured.  And  upon  this  the  aforesaid  William  de 
Baggele  and  his  companions  came  thither  and  inquired  of  the  aforesaid 
Adam  Spadeberd  whether  the  aforesaid  Adam  son  of  Adam  was  in  his 
house  aforesaid.  He  said  that  he  was  not  ; whereupon  the  aforesaid 
Adam  son  of  Adam,  who  was  in  the  aforesaid  house,  there  shot  the  afore- 
said Jordan  de  Clayden  with  an  arrow  so  that  he  died  immediately  ; and 
seeing  this  the  aforesaid  William  de  Baggele  ordered  a certain  Adam 
Tophosewyf  to  cut  off  the  head  of  the  aforesaid  Adam  Spadeberd  for 
his  deception,  and  Adam  Tophosewyf  there  feloniously  carried  out  the 
aforesaid  order.  And  when  the  aforesaid  William  and  his  associates 
aforesaid  saw  that  they  were  not  able  to  capture  the  aforesaid  Adam  son 
of  Adam,  they  set  fire  to  the  aforesaid  house  and  thus  completely  destroyed 
that  Adam  son  of  Adam  and  the  aforesaid  house.  And  as  soon  as  the 
aforesaid  William  and  the  others  had  committed  the  aforesaid  felony  they 
fled.  Afterwards  on  the  Quinzaine  of  St.  John  the  Baptist  at  the  end 
of  the  eighteenth  year  [8  July  1325]  came  the  aforesaid  William  de  Baggele, 
and  being  interrogated  concerning  the  aforesaid  felonies  he  put  himself 

1 MS.  le  prouost. 

2 ? Claughton  with  Grange,  Bidston  parish,  Wirral. 

^ Cheshire. 
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for  good  and  ill  upon  the  country  etc.,  as  appears  by  the  roll  of  Trinity 
term,  i8th  year  etc. 

They  also  say  that  Richard  Vnewyn  feloniously  broke  into  the  house 
of  Adam  le  Feure  of  Workesle  at  Workesle  [Worsley]  and  feloniously  took 
away  therefrom  goods  to  the  value  of  £20. 

They  also  say  that  Richard  de  Holand  of  Caylegh  extorted  £10  from 
Henry  de  Trafford  and  lOOs.  from  Roger  de  Middelton. 

Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  the  aforesaid  persons  indicted 
of  trespasses  etc.,  so  as  to  have  their  bodies  before  the  king  on  the 
octave  of  St.  Hilary  wherever  etc.  ; and  also  to  take  all  those  above 
indicted  of  felonies  if  found  etc.  and  to  have  their  bodies  before  the  king 
at  the  term  aforesaid  to  answer  to  the  king  for  the  aforesaid  felonies  etc.^ 

m.  12  (52) 


MAJOR  INQUISITION 

Inquisition  taken  before  the  lord  king  at  Wygan  on  the  feast  of  the 
apostles  Simon  and  Jude  in  the  seventeenth  year  of  the  reign  of  king 
Edward  son  of  king  Edward  [28  Oct.  1323]  by  means  of  John  de  Langeton, 
knight,  Edmund  de  Dakre,  knight,  Gilbert  de  Halsale,  Nicholas  Deuyas, 
John  de  Barton,  William  Gerard,  William  de  Leuere,  Hugh  de  Standissh, 
John  Bredkirk,  Thomas  de  Hoppewode,  Roger  de  Toxtath  and  Roger 
Barlowe,  jurors  ; who  say  upon  their  oath  that  on  Wednesday  next  before 
the  feast  of  St.  Wilfrid  the  bishop  in  the  ninth  year  of  the  present  lord 
king’s  reign  [8  Oct.  1315]  at  Wyndyates  in  the  town  of  Haulton  ^ near 
Blakerode  Adam  Banastre,  Henry  de  Legh,  and  William  de  Bradeshawe, 
knights,  Nicholas  de  Syngleton,  John  de  Knol,  John  de  Croston,  William 
de  Chernok,  Adam  de  Halghtone,  and  others  whose  names  are  still 
unknown  made  a confederacy  by  oath  to  live  and  die  together  and  to 
support  and  maintain  one  another.  And  within  four  days  after  the  day 
aforesaid  the  aforesaid  knights  sent  Nicholas  de  Syngleton,  John  de 
Croston,  William  de  Chernok,  Robert  Tegg,  Stephen  Scallard,  Richard 
son  of  Roger  del  Aysshes,  Henry  del  Castel,  Gilbert  de  Bikerstath,  and 
several  others  to  take  Adam  de  Radeclif  and  his  brothers  and  bring  them 
to  the  aforesaid  knights.  And  this  Nicholas  and  the  others  aforesaid 
seized  the  said  Adam  at  the  house  of  the  parson  of  Radeclyue  and  from 
there  went  off  to  the  house  of  Henry  de  Bury,  knight,  to  seek  the  said 
Adam’s  brothers.  They  did  not  find  them  but  took  the  said  Henry  de 
Bury.  And  John  de  Crostone,  Stephen  Scallard,  William  Teg,  Richard 
son  of  Roger  del  Aysshes  killed  him  and  stole  a certain  horse  of  his  and 

1 On  9 Feb.  1324  Walter  de  Strickland  appeared  coram  rege  at  Gloucester  and, 
having  put  forward  the  king’s  letter  of  pardon  dated  i Nov.  1318,  was  dismissed 
sine  die  {Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  2,  pt.  ii,  243). 

2 Wingates  in  Westhoughton. 
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other  goods  and  chattels  ; for  which  death  they  were  hanged,  and  William 
de  Bradeshawe  and  several  others  were  outlawed  on  account  of  it,  as 
is  apparent  in  the  record  before  Master  Robert  de  Lathum  and  his  fellows, 
justices  appointed  to  inquire,  hear  and  determine  concerning  the  afore- 
said death. 1 Afterwards,  on  Wednesday  next  before  the  feast  of  the 
apostles  Simon  and  Jude  in  the  year  aforesaid  [22  Oct.],  Adam  Banaster 
and  all  the  other  confederates  with  many  more  whose  names  appear  as 
follows,  to  wit,  Henry  de  Bikerstath,  Gilbert  de  Bikerstath,  William 
Roscelyn,  William  son  of  Henry  de  Ruydyng  of  Walton,  Henry  his 
brother,  Roger  son  of  Hugh  de  Moutheslegh,  John,  Richard,  and  Henry, 
brothers  of  the  same  Roger,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Moutheslegh  and 
Richard  his  brother,  Warin  Banastre,  William  son  of  Richard  de  Hole, 
Richard  son  of  John  de  Bradeshagh  and  William  his  brother,  William  son 
of  Richard  de  Bradeshagh,  Richard  son  of  Richard  de  Moston,  Nicholas 
son  of  Paulinus  de  Preston,  William  de  Lynesay,  Adam  le  Taillour  of 
Cophill  and  Robert  his  brother,  John  de  Adlington,  Henry  Stree,  Thomas 
Proudfot  of  Chernok,  Adam  de  Rideleghes,  John  de  Goldebourn  of 
Croston,  William  del  Ridyng  of  Chernok,  Adam  son  of  Jordan  de  Chernok, 
Warin  Dodil,  Richard  le  Demand,  John  de  Deneholm  of  Burnyll  [Brindle], 
Robert  Wodecok,  Robert  Waltheu,  William  Crakebon,  Robert  Wade  of 
Wrightington,  Richard  le  Charpenter  of  Haghe  [Haigh],  Richard  Maunsel, 
William  Bargoyne  (and^)  Adam  de  Bullyng  of  Haghe,  and  many  others 
of  whose  names  they  have  no  knowledge,  met  at  Chernok  [Charnock 
Richard]  and  sent  for  Adam  de  Whalton  knight.  And  when  he  came 
they  made  him  take  an  oath  to  them  by  compulsion  and  against  his  will, 
and  he  rode  with  them  but  did  nothing  unlawful.  And  on  the  Thursday 
next  following  [23  Oct.]  they  moved  towards  Wygan,  and  on  the  way 
there  Ralph  de  Bikerstath,  knight,  John  de  Bikerstath,  Henry  de  Biker- 
stath and  Gilbert  de  Bikerstath  met  them  at  Standissh  church,  took  the 
oath  and  rode  with  them  to  Wygan,  where  they  passed  the  night.  And 
on  the  same  day  they  seized  and  led  and  carried  away  goods  and  chattels 
belonging  to  John  de  Cruce,  to  wit,  eight  oxen,  four  cows,  corn  and  sundry 
merchandise  and  other  goods  and  chattels,  to  the  value  of  £60  by  estima- 
tion. And  on  the  same  day  they  took  and  robbed  the  house  of  Thurstan 
de  Northlegh  at  Northlegh,  and  there  they  did  seize,  take  and  carry  off 
sixteen  oxen,  twelve  cows  and  other  goods  and  chattels  of  his,  to  the 
estimated  value  of  £40,  against  the  lord  king’s  peace  etc.  Afterwards 
on  the  quinzaine  of  St.  John  the  Baptist,  i8th  year  [8  July  1325],  the 
aforesaid  Henry  del  Chastel  came  and  made  fine  for  all  trespasses  etc. 
[and]  for  the  aforesaid  robbery  which  the  court  considers  as  trespass  etc. 
And  he  is  admitted  by  the  fine  of  half  a mark  as  appears  in  the  roll  of 

1 A commission  of  oyer  and  terminer  was  issued  to  Robert  de  Lathom,  Hugh 
de  Lowther  and  others  on  16  October,  1315  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1313-iy,  419).  Cp.  below, 
pp.  50-1. 
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fines  of  the  same  term  of  Holy  Trinity  etc.  (Margin  : àj.marS)  And 
the  aforesaid  Richard  le  Charpenter  and  Richard  Maunsel  likewise  made 
fine,  each  of  them  by  half  a mark,  on  the  same  day.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^ 
twice) 

On  the  Sunday  next  following  [26  Oct.]  the  aforesaid  Adam  de 
Banastre,  Henry  de  Legh,  William  de  Bradeshawe,  Ralph  de  Bykerstath, 
and  Thomas  Banastre  (who  was  there  with  his  brother)  sent  Nicholas 
Banastre,  John  de  Knol,  Robert  son  of  John  de  Blakeburn,  John  de  la 
Lowe,  chaplain,  Robert  de  Qualle,  Henry  de  Twystfeld,  Adam  Bolneys, 
Roger  son  of  Jordan  del  Wode,  John  son  of  Thomas  le  Suthreis,  and  many 
others  to  seize  the  earl  of  Lancaster’s  castle  of  Cliderhou  to  the  use  of 
the  same  knights.  And  the  said  castle  they  took  with  force  and  arms, 
and  they  plundered  and  robbed  sundry  arms  and  other  goods  and  chattels 
found  there,  to  wit,  forty  haketons,  forty  lances,  and  other  arms  and 
goods,  to  the  value  of  40  marks  by  estimation.  And  the  same  day  ^ the 
said  knights  advanced  with  the  army  towards  Litherpol  [Liverpool], 
plundering  the  country  on  the  way  and  taking  for  themselves  all  kinds 
of  necessaries,  and  they  spent  the  night  at  Knouslee  [Knowsley].  And 
the  jurors  testify  that  the  aforesaid  Nicholas  Banastre,  Robert  son  of 
John  de  Blakeburn,  and  John  de  la  Lowe,  the  chaplain,  were  afterwards 
captured  at  Cliderhou  castle  and  taken  to  Pontefract  castle.  After- 
wards, on  the  octave  of  St.  John  the  Baptist,  i8th  year  [i  July  1325], 
came  the  aforesaid  Nicholas  Banastre  and  Robert  son  of  John  de  Blake- 
burn, and  made  fine  with  the  lord  king  on  the  aforesaid  account,  (to  wit^), 
the  aforesaid  Nicholas  by  60s.  and  the  aforesaid  Robert  son  of  John  by 
40S.,  as  is  apparent  by  the  roll  of  fines  of  Trinity  term,  i8th  year. 
(Margin  : lx.s.  xLs.) 

Likewise  on  the  following  Saturday  [25  Oct.]  they  went  with  their 
army  to  the  castle  of  Litherpol,  flying  the  banner  of  Adam  Banastre  ; and 
they  made  an  attack  upon  the  said  castle,  but  having  no  success  there, 
they  returned  thence  to  Knouesle.  And  they  set  a ransom  on  sundry 
men  of  the  town  of  [West]  Derby,  and  extorted  money  from  them,  to 
wit,  ten  pounds  ; and  there  they  spent  the  night  at  Knouesle,  and  they 
took  the  said  ten  pounds  so  that  the  aforesaid  town  should  not  be 
destroyed. 

On  the  following  Sunday  the  aforesaid  knights,  with  all  the  others 
named  and  many  besides,  and  with  their  army,  moved  towards  Weryng- 
ton  ; and  on  the  way  near  Prestcote  they  showed  the  people  a certain 
letter  patent  sealed  with  the  lord  king’s  seal,  saying  that  they  had  a com- 
mission from  the  lord  king  to  do  what  they  had  done.  And  as  they  were 
marching  on  that  day  they  pillaged  at  Torbok  [Tarbock],  and  caused 
the  beasts  and  other  goods  and  chattels  of  Ellen  de  Torbok  and  divers 

^ Probably  on  Friday  the  24th,  as  they  had  passed  the  night  of  the  23rd  at 
Wigan. 
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men  besides  of  the  same  town  to  be  plundered,  to  wit,  thirty-two  oxen, 
twenty  cows  and  thirty  young  beasts  belonging  to  the  same  Ellen,  and 
other  goods  and  chattels  and  beasts  of  the  aforesaid  men,  to  the  value  of 
100  marks  ; and  they  passed  the  night  at  Werington. 

Also  on  the  following  Monday  the  aforesaid  knights  with  their  army 
stayed  at  Werington,  and  by  their  common  agreement  Henry  de  Lee  and 
Thomas  Banastre,  knights,  and  a number  of  others  with  them,  rode  to 
Halton  castle  and  attacked  the  said  castle  with  force  and  arms  ; and 
they  set  fire  to  the  gates  there  and  captured  the  said  castle  with  force  and 
arms,  and  after  plundering  therefrom  fifty  haketons,  a hundred  lances,  a 
hundred  basinets  ^ and  other  goods  and  chattels,  to  the  value  of  £46, 
they  returned  thence  to  Werington.  And  on  the  same  day  by  their 
common  agreement  William  de  Bradeshagh,  knight,  with  a certain  part 
of  the  army  turned  ^ towards  Haydok  where  they  broke  into  the  house 
of  William  de  Houlond,  knight,  and  plundered  and  carried  off  goods 
and  chattels  of  that  William,  namely,  a hundred  sheep,  sixteen  oxen, 
twelve  cows,  and  sundry  other  goods  and  chattels,  to  the  value  of  £40. 
And  on  their  way  back  to  Werington  the  same  William  and  several  of 
his  army  broke  into  the  barn  of  Sir  John  de  Langton,  knight,  at  Neuton 
in  Makerfeld  and  seized  and  carried  off  corn  to  the  value  of  £10.  And 
on  the  same  day  men  of  the  army  of  the  aforesaid  knights  by  their  orders 
broke  into  the  barn  of  Thomas  de  Hale  at  Sonky  [Sankey],  taking  and 
plundering  the  corn  of  that  Thomas,  to  wit,  wheat,  oats  and  other  corn, 
worth  20  marks  ; and  they  returned  to  Werington  where  they  remained 
three  days  despoiling  the  country  round  about  (in  the  same  manner^). 

Also,  on  the  eve  of  All  Saints  [31  Oct.]  in  the  year  abovesaid,  they 
turned  with  their  army  towards  Mancestre,  pillaging  the  country  ; and 
at  Trafford  they  seized,  led  and  carried  away  goods  and  five  mares  with 
foals,  brass  pots  and  other  chattels,  to  the  value  of  10  marks,  belonging 
to  Henry  de  Trafford  ; and  the  night  they  spent  at  Mancestre. 

Also  on  All  Saints’  Day  they  tarried  there  at  Mancestre,  and  from 
the  church  of  the  same  town  they  took  a certain  banner  painted  with 
the  lord  king’s  arms,  which  they  showed  to  the  people,  asserting  that 
they  had  had  that  banner  sent  to  them  recently  by  the  lord  king  so  that 
the  people  should  not  rise  against  them  but  wholly  support  them.  And 
on  the  morrow  of  All  Souls  [3  Nov.]  they  turned  to  Wygan,  pillaging  with 
banners  flying,  and  they  despoiled  Gilbert  de  Culchith  of  goods  and 
chattels  valued  at  lOOs.  ; and  they  spent  the  night  at  Wygan. 

Also  on  Tuesday  next  before  the  feast  of  St.  Martin  [4  Nov.]  in  the 
year  above  stated  the  aforesaid  knights  came  with  their  army  to  the 
town  of  Preston  ; whereupon  Sir  Adam  de  Hudleston,  Walter  le  Vauasur, 
and  Richard  le  Waleys,  knights,  and  many  others  [were]  sent  to  Preston 
on  behalf  of  the  earl  of  Lancastre  to  aid  Edmund  de  Nevill,  the  sheriff 

^ MS.  hacineitos,  light  helmets.  ^ MS.  diuertit  se  (conjectural  reading). 
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of  Lancastre,  who  was  on  the  point  of  coming  there  to  resist  the  said 
knights  and  their  army.  And  when  the  said  knights  and  their  con- 
federates heard  of  their  arrival,  they  went  out  with  their  army  to  fight 
against  them.  And  in  that  encounter  they  captured  Adam  de  Hodleston, 
Richard  le  Waleys  and  Walter  le  Vauasour  (which  Walter  there  received 
a mortal  wound  whereof  he  afterwards  died),  and  the  others  they  put  to 
flight.  And  they  slew  Adam  de  Wynkidlee  and  Ralph  de  Mitton  ; and 
Richard  son  of  John  de  Bolton  was  there  drowned  in  the  river  of  Ribbil. 
And  when  they  had  done  this  they  seized  the  horses,  weapons  and  other 
goods  of  those  knights  and  others,  and,  re-entering  Preston,  plundered 
and  robbed  Adam  de  Bury  of  ten  marks  of  silver  and  William  le  Mareschal 
of  cloths  and  other  merchandise  to  the  value  of  £io,  broke  into  the  houses 
of  William  son  of  Nicholas  and  robbed  him  of  goods  worth  £io,  and 
robbed  several  others  of  the  aforesaid  town  [of  goods]  to  the  value  of 
100  marks. 

And  soon  afterwards  on  the  same  day  Edmund  de  Nevill,  then  sheriff 
of  Lancastre,  arrived  with  William  de  Dakre,  John  de  Hauerington, 
Michael  de  Hauerington,  knights,  and  many  others  of  the  posse  of  the 
aforesaid  county,  to  attach  and  arrest  the  aforesaid  malefactors.  And 
when  the  said  Adam  Banastre  and  his  associates  and  their  confederates 
heard  of  the  said  sheriff’s  arrival,  they  went  out  to  meet  and  fight  against 
him,  and  in  less  than  an  hour  they  were  put  to  flight  by  the  sheriff  and 
the  posse  comitatus.  William  de  Bradeshawe,  knight,  fled  from  thence 
out  of  the  country,  and  Ralph  de  Bikerstath,  knight,  fled  to  Croston 
church  stricken  with  a mortal  wound  of  which  he  soon  died.  And 
Thomas  Banastre,  knight,  was  there  captured  and  taken  to  Lancaster 
gaol.^  Adam  Banastre  and  Henry  de  Lee  remained  in  hiding  in  the 
moors  and  woods  for  eight  days  until  they  were  caught  by  William  de 
Holand  by  the  order  of  the  earl  of  Lancastre  ; and  afterwards  by  com- 
mand of  that  earl  they  were  beheaded  by  Robert  son  of  Jordan  the 
prestessone.2 

See  the  back  of  this  [membrane]. 


m.  I2d.  (52d.) 

They  also  say  that  within  three  days  after  the  Epiphany  of  the  Lord 
in  the  sixteenth  year  of  the  present  lord  king’s  reign  [6-9  Jan.  1323] 
William  de  Bradeshawe,  knight,  William  de  Anderton,  Roger  son  of 
William  de  A[n]derton  and  Adam  his  brother,  William  son  of  John  de 
Bradeshawe,  Richard  de  Worthington,  William  son  of  Ralph  Gillesone, 
John  son  of  Richard  Wattesone,  and  Robert  de  Worthington  made  an 
assault  upon  Richard  de  Houlond,  knight,  at  Werington,  seized  two  of 
his  horses  with  their  saddles  and  bridles,  and  beat,  wounded  and  ill- 
^ See  introd.,  p.  xlvi,  n.  4.  2 u 
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treated  Matthew  de  Neuton  his  squire  ^ ; and  soon  afterwards,  before 
the  quinzaine  of  Epiphany  [before  20  Jan.]  the  said  William  de  Brade- 
shawe  retained  with  him  at  Blakerode  William  de  Anderton,  Adam  de 
Whitingham,  Richard  de  Worthinton,  Robert  de  Worthinton,  Henry  del 
Helde,  Gilbert  de  Bikerstath,  Simon  brother  of  the  same  Gilbert,  William 
son  of  John  de  Bradeshawe,  Roger  de  A[n]derton  and  Adam  his  brother, 
Robert  le  Boy  del,  Hugh  le  Boy  del,  Henry  de  Heton,  John  son  of  Adam 
le  Taillour  of  Cophill,  Richard  son  of  Roger  de  Maudesle,  William  son  of 
Ralph  Gillesone,  Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Leuere,  John  son  of  Robert 
Crakebon,  Robert  and  William  brothers  of  the  same  John,  John  son  of 
Richard  Wattesone,  Henry  del  Castel,  Thomas  del  Lee  of  Werington, 
and  John  le  Suthreys,  who  were  all  leagued  with  him  by  a mutual  oath 
to  live  and  die  together  and  to  support  and  maintain  one  another  in 
every  kind  of  suit.  And  they  say  that  the  aforesaid  Thomas  del  Lee  of 
Werington  and  John  le  Suthreis  were  outlaws  and  were  harboured  at 
Blakerode  in  the  aforesaid  company.  And  that  William  Gillesone, 
Robert  son  of  Robert  Crakebon,  and  John  and  William  brothers  of  the 
same  John  stole  four  oxen  of  Robert  de  Asshawe  and  committed  numerous 
other  larcenies.  And  that  Henry  del  Helde  was  an  accomplice  of  the 
said  William  Gillesone,  Robert,  John  and  William  in  that  act,  and  that 
the  same  Henry  stole  two  cows  of  Robert  Staueley  and  is  a common  thief. 
And  that  Robert  de  Worthinton  and  William  son  of  Ralph  Gillesone 
arrested  William  le  Hunte  on  the  highway  at  Worthinton,  brought  him 
to  Blakerode  against  his  will  and  robbed  him  of  four  shillings,  a bow  with 
arrows  and  a sword  worth  two  shillings,  to  wit,  in  the  sixteenth  year  of 
the  present  king’s  reign.  And  the  jurors  attest  that  the  aforesaid  Thomas 
del  Lee  was  outlawed  for  the  death  of  Henry  de  Bury  and  John  le  Suthreys 
for  the  death  of  Richard  Blodesone. 

They  also  say  that  Roger  son  of  Hugh  de  Mouthesle,  John,  Richard 
and  Henry,  his  brothers,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Mouthesle  and  Richard  his 
brother  often  rode  and  went  with  force  and  arms  with  the  aforesaid 
William  de  Bradeshawe  ; and  that  William  del  Lee  and  Thomas  his 
brother,  William  de  Worthinton,  and  Adam  de  Leuere  sometimes  did 
likewise. 

They  also  say  that  on  the  day  of  the  Exaltation  of  the  Holy  Cross  in 
the  seventeenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [14  Sept.  1323]  John  son 
of  Adam  le  Taillour  of  Cophull,  Robert  son  of  William  de  Worthinton, 
Thomas  son  of  John  de  Haight  on,  Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Leuere,  and 
William  son  of  Ralph  Gillesone  of  Hethchernok  [Heath  Charnock]  came 
to  Wygan  and  there  robbed  John  Waltheu  of  a certain  cloak  worth  55., 
of  which  they  made  themselves  five  caps  ; and  they  seized  Robert 
Waltheu  and  brought  him  to  William  de  Bradeshawe  at  Blakerode  where 
they  kept  him  in  prison  for  three  days.  And  on  the  same  day  John  son 

1 Cp.  m.  2d.  {4id.). 
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of  Adam  le  Taillour  and  his  associates  aforesaid  killed  Hugh  de  la  Lone 
at  Wigan,  and  after  this  deed  they  returned  to  the  aforesaid  William  de 
Bradeshawe  at  Blakerode  and  were  there  harboured  in  the  knowledge  of 
the  aforesaid  felony. 

They  also  say  that  John  son  of  Warin  de  Goldeburn  and  William  his 
brother,  William  Prymerole,  Henry  Hogg,  William  del  Kar,  Alice  late 
the  wife  of  Hugh  le  clerk,  Michael  the  clerk,  Matilda  de  la  Halle  of  Longe- 
ton,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Moutheslegh  and  Richard  his  brother  robbed 
certain  people  who  were  fleeing  before  the  Scots  at  the  bridge  of  Loststok,^ 
namely  John  le  Tailour,  Ellen  de  Plesington  and  several  others,  of  goods 
and  chattels,  to  wit,  clothes,  corn,  and  sundry  other  goods,  to  the  value 
of  £io.  And  that  Robert  son  of  Robert  Crakebon,  John  and  William 
his  brothers,  Richard  and  William  sons  of  Jordan  de  Grymesford,  and 
William  son  of  Ralph  Gillesone  stole  ten  oxen  belonging  to  the  abbot  of 
Holcoltram  [Holm  Cultram],  Patrick  de  Colewenne  and  others,  and  cows 
and  mares  belonging  to  certain  men  who  were  fleeing  before  the  Scots  at 
Anderton  near  Horwych,  to  the  value  of  £io. 

They  also  say  that  John  del  Crosse  was  unable  to  plough  his  land 
or  enclose  his  meadow  or  stay  at  his  home  on  account  of  William  de 
Bradeshawe  and  his  accomplices  aforesaid  until  he  had  given  20  marks 
to  the  aforesaid  William.  They  also  say  that  Richard  son  of  John  de 
Abberham  was  taken  and  detained  at  Blakerode  against  his  will  by  the 
aforesaid  William  de  Bradeshawe  and  his  accomplices  until  he  had  given 
the  said  William  £20. 

They  also  say  that  on  Wednesday  next  before  the  feast  of  the  Assump- 
tion of  the  Blessed  Mary  in  the  seventeenth  year  of  the  present  king's 
reign  [10  Aug.  1323]  Thomas  Banastre  and  Simon  son  of  Ralph  de  Biker- 
stath  came  riding  to  Hole  [Hoole],  and  with  them  was  one  Richard  de 
Aplinton,  the  same  Thomas’s  groom.  And  when  this  Richard  saw  Henry 
de  Ingwath  reaping  hay,  he  attacked  the  same  Henry  on  account  of  the 
hatred  which  he  bore  towards  him,^  and  pierced  him  with  a certain 
arrow  so  that  he  died  thereof.  And  the  same  Simon  assisted  in  the  said 
act.  And  they  say  that  the  same  Thomas  Banastre,  who  was  present 
and  knew  of  the  aforesaid  felony,  harboured  the  said  Richard  after  the 
fact. 

They  also  say  that  on  Whit  Sunday  in  the  sixteenth  year  of  the 
present  king’s  reign  [15  May  1323]  John  del  Gate  and  Richard  del  Gate 
murdered  Philip  de  Kegworth  at  Walton  in  la  ^ Dale,  and  John  brother 
of  the  same  Richard  aided  in  the  said  act.  And  that  John  son  of  Roger 
de  Cliderhou,  Walter  de  Syngleton,  Henry  son  of  Richard  de  Abberham, 

1 A bridge  over  the  Lostock,  a tributary  of  the  Douglas,  probably  at  Bamber 
Bridge,  south  of  Walton  le  Dale. 

2 MS.  propter  hatiam  qiiani  penes  eum  habuit. 

3 MS.  sic. 
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William  Stane  and  Adam  de  Wyndargh  feloniously  killed  Robert  de 
Derewent. 

Therefore  order  is  made  to  the  sheriff  to  take  the  aforesaid  William 
de  Bradshawe  and  all  the  others  if  found  etc.  and  safely  etc.  so  as  to 
have  the  bodies  of  all  the  aforesaid  before  the  king  at  Wygan  on  Thursday 
the  morrow  of  All  Souls  [3  Nov.]  etc.  (Margin  : cap')  On  this  morrow  of 
All  Souls  the  sheriff  returned  that  he  had  taken  Henry  de  Bikerstath, 
Gilbert  de  Bikerstath,  William  son  of  Henry  del  Rydyng  of  Walton, 
Roger  son  of  Hugh  de  Moudesle,  John,  Richard,  and  Henry,  brothers  of 
the  said  Roger,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Moudesle,  Richard  brother  of  the 
same  John,  Warin  Banastre,  William  son  of  Richard  de  Hole,  Richard 
son  of  John  de  Bradeshagh,  William  de  Lynesay,  Adam  le  Taillur  of 
Cophull,  Henry  Stree,  Thomas  Proudfot  of  Chernok,  Adam  de  Rideleghes, 
John  de  Goldeburn  of  Croston,  William  del  Riding  of  Chernok,  Warin 
Dodle,  John  de  Denholm  of  Burnhill  and  Robert  Wodecok.  They  came 
in  charge  of  the  sheriff  and  were  acquitted  of  the  felonies  imputed  to 
them,  as  appears  in  the  delivery  rolls  of  this  term  etc.  And  with  regard 
to  Henry  de  Legh,  knight,  Nicholas  de  Singleton,  John  Knol,  John  de 
Croston,  William  de  Chernok,  Adam  de  Halghton,  Ralph  de  Bikerstath, 
John  de  Bikerstath,  Adam  Banastre,  Robert  de  Quallee,  Henry  de 
Quistfeld,  Adam  Bolneys,  Roger  son  of  Jordan  del  Wode  [and]  John 
son  of  Thomas  le  Surreys,  the  sheriff  returned  that  they  were  dead. 
Therefore  nothing  further  as  to  them  etc.  (Margin  : ohierunt)  And 
that  the  aforesaid  William  de  Bradeshagh  and  William  de  Anderton  are 
in  prison  in  the  marshal’s  custody.^  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  William 
de  Anderton  is  discharged  on  bail  until  the  octave  of  Hilary,  as  is  apparent 
among  the  mainprises  etc.  And  with  respect  to  Robert  Tegg  and  the 
rest  the  sheriff  returned  that  they  were  not  to  be  found  in  his  bailiwick, 
etc.  Therefore,  as  before,  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  take  them  if  found, 
etc.  so  that  he  may  have  their  bodies  before  the  king  on  the  octave, of 
Hilary  wherever  etc. 

m.  13  (53) 

DELIVERY  OF  THE  PRISONERS  OF  LANCASTRE  GAOL  MADE  AT 
WYGAN  BEFORE  THE  LORD  KING  ON  THURSDAY  NEXT  BEFORE 
THE  FEAST  OF  ST.  MARTIN  IN  THE  SEVENTEENTH  YEAR  OF 
THE  REIGN  OF  THE  PRESENT  LORD  KING  [lO  NOV.  I323] 

Lane' 

The  following  were  arrested  on  indictment  before  the  sheriff  : 

William  de  Wymundhouses  for  the  burglary  of  William  de  Yolstanes’  house 
and  stealing  goods  to  the  value  of  loos.  ; for  the  burglary  of  the  house  of  Thomas 
de  Reued  of  Worston  and  stealing  goods  valued  at  60s.  ; for  stealing  two  heifers 


1 Cp.  m.  13  (53). 
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worth  I os.  from  Adam  de  Dromundeby  and  Richard  de  Smereshalgh  ; and  as  a 
notorious  thief  and  harbourer  of  thieves. 

Henry  Soly  for  the  burglary  of  the  house  of  John  de  Wylashill  and  stealing  goods 
to  the  value  of  lo  marks  ; for  the  burglary  of  Richard  de  Derden’s  house  and  taking 
goods  worth  40s.  ; and  for  being  a notorious  thief. 

William  Coure  inthecoll  for  breaking  into  Richard  de  Derden’s  house  and  stealing 
goods  valued  at  20s.,  and  as  a notorious  thief. 

Richard  son  of  Alan  de  Reued  for  the  burglary  of  the  house  of  John  de  Wylashill 
and  taking  away  goods  to  the  value  of  10  marks  ; for  the  burglary  of  Richard  de 
Derden’s  house  and  taking  goods  to  the  value  of  40s.  ; and  for  being  a notorious 
thief. 

Henry  Pepershyne  was  taken  on  indictment  before  the  coroner  for  the  death  of 
Matthew  son  of  Robert  de  Vpton  at  Vpton  on  Sun.  ; eve  of  Decollation  of  S.J.B., 
17th  year  [28  Aug.  1323]. 

They  come,  and  being  asked  individually  how  they  wish  to  acquit  themselves, 
deny  all  felonies,  robberies,  theft,  larceny  and  homicide,  etc.,  and  put  themselves 
on  the  country.  Jurors  of  the  wapentakes  of  Blackburn,  Leyland,  and  West  Derby 
specially  chosen  say  that  William  de  Wymundhouses,  Henry  Soly,  William  Courei- 
thecoll,  and  Richard  son  of  Alan  de  Reued  are  in  no  way  guilty  and  never  absconded  ; 
therefore  quit.  (Margin  : Q four  times)  Henry  Pepershyne  is  declared  guilty  of 
the  death  of  Matthew  son  of  Robert.  Therefore  etc.  He  had  no  chattels. 
Margin  : 5^  i) 


FURTHER  (concerning^)  THE  DELIVERY  OF  THOSE  WHO  WERE 
INDICTED  BEFORE  THE  LORD  KING  AT  WYGAN 

Lane 

The  jurors  present  that  formerly  before  Robert  de  Lathum  and  his 
fellows,  the  king’s  justices  appointed  to  hear  and  determine  a certain 
felony  of  the  death  of  Henry  de  Bury  in  the  ninth  year  of  the  present 
king’s  reign,  William  de  Bradeshawe  was  indicted  for  agreeing  to  the  death 
of  the  aforesaid  Henry,  and  because  he  did  not  appear  before  them  to 
answer  thereon  he  was  put  in  exigent  to  be  outlawed,  and  afterwards 
was  outlawed  on  that  account  in  the  county  court  of  Lancastre.  And 
upon  examination  of  the  coroner’s  rolls  of  the  time  aforesaid  it  is  found 
that  the  same  William  was  outlawed  for  that  reason.  And  he  abides  in 
the  country.  Therefore  let  him  be  taken  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid 
William  comes  in  charge  of  the  sheriff  etc.,  and  being  asked  by  the  justices 
if  he  has  or  knows  of  anything  to  say  on  his  behalf  why  judgment  of  him 
ought  not  to  be  proceeded  with  on  the  aforesaid  outlawry,  he  says  that 
the  present  lord  king  at  another  time  of  his  special  grace  pardoned  him 
the  aforesaid  outlawry  and  granted  to  him  his  sure  peace  thereon  by 
the  letters  patent  of  that  lord  king  which  he  puts  forward  in  these  words  : 
Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  king  of  England,  lord  of  Ireland  and  duke 
of  Aquitaine,  to  all  his  bailiffs  and  lieges  to  whom  these  present  letters 
shall  come,  greeting.  Know  ye  that  whereas  recently  before  our  beloved 
and  faithful  Robert  de  Lathum  and  his  fellows  our  justices  appointed 

^ suspensus,  hanged. 
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in  the  county  of  Lancastre  to  inquire  concerning  the  death  of  Henry  de 
Bury,  knight,  who  was  killed  (so  it  is  said)  by  Stephen  Scalle  and  John 
de  Walton,^  and  to  hear  and  determine  the  same  felony  according  to  the 
law  and  custom  of  our  realm,  William  de  Bradeshagh,  knight,  was  indicted 
of  or  charged  with  assenting  to  the  death  of  the  same  Henry,  and  was 
put  in  exigent  to  be  outlawed  in  the  county  court  aforesaid  because  he 
did  not  come  before  the  same  our  justices  to  answer  thereon  according 
to  the  law  and  custom  of  our  realm,  and  was  afterwards  outlawed  on 
that  account  ; we,  wishing  to  show  special  favour  to  the  same  William 
in  this  matter,  have  pardoned  him  the  aforesaid  outlawry  and  do  grant 
him  our  secure  peace  thereon  ; provided  that  he  surrender  himself  to 
our  prison  and  stand  to  justice  in  our  court  if  we  or  any  other  shall  wish 
to  speak  against  him  concerning  the  assent  abovesaid.  In  witness  of 
this  we  have  caused  these  our  letters  patent  to  be  made.  Witness  myself 
at  Westminster  the  twenty-first  day  of  May  in  the  eleventh  year  of  our 
reign. — And  on  examination  of  the  aforesaid  charter  pardoning  the 
aforesaid  outlawry,  there  is  contained  in  it  the  provision  that  the  afore- 
said William  shall  stand  to  justice  thereon  if  the  lord  king  or  any  other 
shall  wish  to  speak  against  him  concerning  the  assent  to  the  aforesaid 
death,  and  [because]  it  is  not  clear  to  the  court  whether  the  lord  king 
wishes  to  speak  against  him  concerning  the  aforesaid  assent  or  not, 
the  same  William  is  sent  back  to  prison  in  the  custody  of  Eudo  de 
Walle  the  marshal  etc.  until  etc.  (Margin  : mar) 

Lane' 

Richard  del  Wycheuese  of  Hulton,  arrested  on  a charge  of  burglary  and  theft 
of  goods  worth  40s.  from  the  house  of  Robert  del  Thornes  at  Hulton  on  Wed.  in 
Whit  week,  14th  year  (10  June  1321),  is  brought  in  charge  of  the  marshal.  He 
pleads  not  guilty  and  puts  himself  on  the  country.  The  jurors  of  the  wapentakes  of 
Salford  and  West  Derby  declare  him  not  guilty  ; therefore  he  goes  quit.  (Margin  ; Q) 

m.  13d.  (33d.) 

THE  NAMES  OF  THOSE  WHO  WERE  RELEASED  ON  BAIL  TO  APPEAR 
BEFORE  THE  LORD  KING  ON  THE  OCTAVE  OF  TRINITY  NEXT 
[17  JUNE  1324]  WHEREVER  ETC.  FOR  FORCE  AND  AID  OF  CERTAIN 
FELONIES  COMMITTED  IN  THE  COUNTY  OF  LANCASTRE  WHEREOF 
THEY  WERE  INDICTED  BEFORE  THE  LORD  KING  (AT  WYGAN^) 
ETC.  (for  which  felonies  THOSE  WHO  WERE  INDICTED  OF  THE 
PRINCIPAL  FACT  OF  THE  SAME  WERE  PUT  IN  EXIGENT  IN  THE 
AFORESAID  COUNTY  COURT  ETC.  BY  THE  KING’S  WRIT  RETURN- 
ABLE AT  THE  SAME  OCTAVE  OF  TRINITY)  ARE  AS  FOLLOWS  I 

John  de  Holand  ; sureties  : John  de  Bredekirk,  Adam  de  Bradeshagh,  Robert 
de  Blakeburn,  Roger  de  Toxstath,  Alan  de  Meles,  and  John  del  Wode,  of  co.  Lane. 


^ See  introd.,  p.  xliv  and  n.  i. 


52 


SOUTH  LANCASHIRE  IN  THE  REIGN  OF  EDWARD  II 


John  son  of  John  de  Heton  and  John  son  of  Henry  de  Hulton  ; sureties  : Adam 
son  of  Robert  de  Radeclif,  Richard  de  Hulton,  Richard  de  Redich,  Jordan  de 
Workeslegh,  John  de  Redford,  and  Henry  de  Bradeschagh,  of  co.  Lane. 

Robert  Codyn  ; sureties  ; Robert  de  Hindelegh,  William  del  Mikelsen,  John  the 
Serjeant  of  Neuton,  Hugh  le  Jewe,  John  del  Childires,  and  John  de  la  Croice,  of  co. 
Lane. 

Nicholas  de  Medweeroft  ; sureties  : John  de  Stubleye,  Thomas  de  Baumford 
senior,  Elias  de  Baumford,  Adam  de  Clegg,  Henry  de  Notehogh,  and  Henry  de  Brade- 
shagh,  of  CO.  Lane. 

Hugh  de  Culchith  ; sureties  : Richard  de  Rediche,  Thomas  de  Culchith,  Henry  de 
Notehogh,  William  son  of  Walter,  William  de  Harewode,  and  Adam  de  Radeclif,  of 
CO.  Lane. 

Adam  de  Radeclif;  sureties  : John  de  Hesketh,  John  de  Assheton,  Richard  de 
Wyrkesleye,  Richard  son  of  William  de  Radeclif,  Adam  de  Radeclif  senior,  William 
de  Chadreton,  and  Alexander  de  Shoresworth,  of  co.  Lane. 

Richard  le  Taillour  of  Spek  ; sureties  ; Alan  le  Norreis,  Hugh  le  Coudrey,  Adam 
del  Bonk,  John  del  Akres,  Robert  de  Forneby,  and  Alan  de  Spek,  of  co.  Lane. 

Hugh  de  Tildeslegh  ; sureties  : Thomas  de  Culchith,  Richard  le  Valentyn, 
Roger  de  Toxstath,  Thomas  Gilibrond,  William  son  of  Walter  de  Wigan,  and  Simon 
del  Slak,  of  co.  Lane. 

John  del  Holt  and  John  son  of  Geoffrey  de  Holt  ; sureties  : Hugh  de  Culchith 
and  Thomas  his  brother,  Nicholas  de  Medweeroft,  Robert  de  Pynynton,  William  de 
Mikelsen,  Adam  de  Radeclif,  and  Richard  son  of  William  de  Radeclif,  of  co.  Lane. 

Henry  le  Mazon  ; sureties  : Thomas  de  Hale,  Roger  de  Toxstath,  Robert  de 
Blakeburne,  William  le  Wodeward,  and  Adam  le  Pestour  of  Hale,  of  co.  Lane. 

Roger  son  of  John  Gernet  ; sureties  : Richard  de  Bolde,  Robert  de  Sonky,  Richard 
de  Aluandelegh,  Richard  le  Norreis,  Richard  de  Par,  and  John  Gernet,  of  co.  Lane. 

Gilbert  son  of  John  del  Meules  ; sureties  : Robert  le  Norreis,  Henry  de  Elton- 
heued,  John  le  Norreis  junior,  Adam  del  Meules,  Richard  de  Bolde  de  Aluandelegh, 
and  Richard  de  Halsale  of  Par,  of  co.  Lane 

Adam  de  Leure  ; sureties  : Adam  de  Chernok,  William  de  Whitingham,  Henry  de 
Bradeshagh,  John  Busshel,  Edmund  de  Riggeby,  and  William  de  Botlyng,  of  co.  Lane. 

William  de  Anderton  ; sureties  : Adam  de  Chernok,  William  the  clerk  del 
Strete,  Robert  de  Anderton,  Adam  de  Kenyan  junior,  Alan  de  Eccleston,  and  Richard 
son  of  John  de  Bradeshagh,  of  co.  Lane. 

William  de  Huyton  ; sureties  : Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton,  Alan  de  Eccleston, 
Robert  de  Huyton,  Robert  de  Blakeburn,  Thurstan  de  Bradeleye,  and  William 
de  Riding,  of  co.  Lane. 

Robert  son  of  William  de  Huyton  ; sureties  ; John  de  Huyton,  William  del 
Ridyng,  Matthew  de  Huyton,  and  Adam  le  Baker  of  Huton,  of  co.  Lane. 

John  de  Holand  ; sureties  : Adam  de  Bradeshagh,  Henry  de  Eltonheued, 
Robert  de  Preez,  Robert  de  Thorp,  Henry  Gilibrond,  Richard  de  Asshehirst,  Alan 
del  Meules,  William  del  Riding,  John  de  Bredekirk,  Robert  de  Blakburn,  Robert  de 
Hulton,  and  John  de  Huyton,  of  co.  Lane. 

Robert  de  Walkeden  ; sureties  : Richard  de  Workeslegh,  Richard  le  Valentyn, 
Richard  le  Coudray,  Thomas  de  Holm,  Gilbert  de  Barton,  and  Richard  de  Lynales, 
of  CO.  Lane. 

Richard  de  Irlond  ; sureties  : John  de  Loterington,  Hugh  Michel,  John  Fonne 
of  Yeueleye,  John  son  of  Richard  de  Assheburn,  and  Thomas  le  Coteler  of  Assheburn, 
of  CO.  Derby,  and  William  de  Irland  of  co.  Lane. 

The  jurors  of  divers  wapentakes  present  that  John  de  Holand,  Robert 
de  Hindele  and  Henry  Banastre  along  with  others  were  present  by  the 
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orders  of  Robert  de  Holond  at  Westby  in  Amundernesse  on  Saturday 
in  the  first  week  of  Lent  in  the  third  year  of  the  present  lord  king's  reign 
[7  Mar.  1310]  to  give  force  and  aid  to  John  le  Palfrayman  when  the  same 
John  stabbed  Roger  de  Cliderhou  to  the  heart  with  a certain  sword  so 
that  he  died.^  And  now  come  the  aforesaid  John  de  Roland,  Robert  and 
Henry,  and  being  asked  how  they  wish  to  acquit  themselves  of  the  afore- 
said death  they  say  that  at  another  time  before  John  de  Donecastre  and 
his  fellows,  justices  of  the  lord  king  appointed  to  hear  and  determine  a 
certain  appeal  which  Adam  brother  of  the  aforesaid  Roger  de  Cliderhou 
made  against  the  same  John,  Robert,  and  Henry  concerning  the  afore- 
said death, 2 they  were  interrogated  at  the  suit  of  the  aforesaid  Adam 
concerning  the  death  aforesaid  and  were  acquitted  by  a jury  of  the 
country  etc.  before  those  justices  ; and  as  to  this  they  vouch  the  record 
of  that  John  de  Donecastre’s  rolls  of  the  aforesaid  time.  Therefore  order 
is  sent  to  the  same  [John  de  Donecastre]  to  examine  his  rolls  and  certify 
the  king  three  weeks  after  Easter  wherever  etc.  what  may  happen  to  be 
found  in  them.  And  the  aforesaid  John  de  Holand,  Robert  and  Henry 
are  in  the  meanwhile  committed  to  the  marshal  etc.  Afterwards  they 
are  released  by  the  mainprise  of  Adam  de  Bradeshagh,  Henry  de  Elton- 
heued,  Robert  de  Preez,  Robert  de  Thorp,  Henry  Gilibrond,  Richard  de 
Asshehirst,  Adam  del  Meules,  William  del  Riding,  John  de  Bredekirk, 
Robert  de  Blakeburn,  Robert  de  Hulton,  and  John  de  Huyton,  of  the 
aforesaid  county,  who  undertake  to  have  them  in  person  before  the  king 
at  the  aforesaid  term  etc.  At  that  three  weeks  after  Easter  the  afore- 
said John  de  Holand,  Robert  and  Henry  come  by  the  aforesaid  main- 
prise. And  the  aforesaid  John  de  Donecastre  sent  the  record  of  the 
appeal  and  the  acquittal  in  these  words,  and  as  more  fully  appears  among 
the  records  of  the  seventeenth  year  : 

Delivery  made  at  Preston  in  Amundernesse  before  John  de  Donecastre 
and  his  colleagues,  the  lord  kings  justices  appointed  to  hear  and  determine 
a certain  appeal  in  the  county  of  Lancaster  on  Tuesday  the  eve  of  the  Assump- 
tion of  the  Blessed  Virgin  Mary  in  the  seventh  year  of  the  reign  of  King 
Edward  son  of  King  Edward  [14  Aug.  1313]. 

Adam  son  of  Hugh  de  Cliderhou  appeals  Henry  son  of  Richard 
Banastre  of  Preston  and  Robert  de  Hyndelegh  of  the  death  of  Roger  de 
Cliderhou  his  brother  who  was  feloniously  killed  ; and  with  regard  to 
this  he  says  that  the  same  Henry  and  Robert  de  Hyndelegh  criminally 

1 Cp.  m.  II  (51). 

2 Commission  of  oyer  and  terminer  to  John  de  Doncaster,  John  de  Byron  and 
Thomas  Travers,  touching  an  appeal  by  Adam  son  of  Hugh  de  Clitheroe  against 
William  de  Holland,  John  de  Holland,  Robert  de  Hindley,  Henry  son  of  Richard 
Banaster  of  Preston  and  others  for  the  death  of  Roger  de  Clitheroe  his  brother, 
14  July  1313  {Cal.  Pat.  R.  1313-iy,  53). 
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as  felons  in  premeditated  assault  attacked  the  aforesaid  Roger  at  Westby 
on  Saturday  next  after  the  feast  of  St.  Matthew  the  Apostle  in  the  sixth 
year  of  the  present  lord  king’s  reign  [23  Sept.  1312]  ; and  that  the  afore- 
said Henry,  against  the  king’s  peace,  his  crown  and  dignity,  struck  that 
Roger  in  the  belly  near  the  navel  with  a certain  knife  which  is  called  a 
bidowe,  and  inflicted  on  him  a certain  wound  twelve  inches  deep,  one 
inch  wide  and  two  inches  long,  whereof  he  died  on  the  following  Monday  ; 
and  this  he  is  ready  to  prove  against  him  as  against  a felon  of  the  lord 
king  by  his  body  or  as  the  court  shall  award.  And  he  says  likewise  that, 
on  the  day  and  in  the  year  and  place  aforesaid,  the  aforesaid  Robert, 
against  the  lord  king’s  peace,  his  crown  and  dignity,  struck  the  same 
Roger  near  to  the  left  ear  with  a certain  sword  of  iron  and  steel  and 
inflicted  on  him  a certain  wound  six  inches  deep,  two  inches  wide  and 
four  inches  long,  and  in  respect  of  this  he  says  that  if  he  had  not  died  of 
the  wound  which  the  aforesaid  Henry  inflicted  on  him,  he  would  at  once 
have  died  of  the  wound  which  the  aforesaid  Robert  made  ; and  he  is 
ready  to  prove  this  against  him  as  against  a felon  of  the  lord  king  by  his 
body  or  as  the  court  shall  award.  And  the  same  Henry  and  Robert 
come  and  say  that  they  are  clerks  etc.,  and  that  they  ought  not  to  answer 
him  here  thereon  without  their  ordinaries.  Thereupon  comes  a certain 
Adam  de  Cokersham,  dean  of  Amundernesse,  acting  as  deputy  for  the 
vicar  general  of  the  archdeacon  of  Richmond  for  demanding  clerks  before 
any  of  the  lord  king’s  justices  whatsoever  appointed  or  to  be  appointed, 
and  he  demands  them  as  clerks.  But  in  order  that  it  may  be  known  in 
what  capacity  they  ought  to  be  handed  over,  let  inquiry  be  made  into 
the  truth  of  the  matter  by  the  country.  And  jurors  from  Aumundernesse 
and  Blakburneshire  are  chosen  thereon,  and  they  say  upon  their  oath 
that  the  aforesaid  Henry  Banastre  and  Robert  de  Hyndelegh  are  not 
guilty  of  the  aforesaid  death,  nor  of  force,  instructions,  aid,  counsel, 
consent  or  sending,  (nor^)  did  they  ever  go  into  hiding  on  account  of  the 
aforesaid  death.  Therefore  it  is  awarded  that  the  aforesaid  Henry  and 
Robert  go  quit  thereof.  And  the  aforesaid  Adam  son  of  Hugh  is  to  take 
nothing  by  his  appeal,  but  is  to  be  committed  to  prison  to  be  safely  kept 
according  to  the  form  of  the  statute  etc.  And  he  was  committed  to 
prison  on  Tuesday,  the  eve  of  the  Assumption  of  the  Blessed  Mary  in  the 
year  abovesaid.  The  same  Adam  appeals  John  de  Holand  of  the  death 
of  the  aforesaid  Roger  his  brother  feloniously  slain.  And  with  regard  to 
this  he  says  that  he  attacked  the  aforesaid  Roger  criminally  as  a felon 
and  in  premeditated  assault  on  the  day  and  in  the  year  and  place  afore- 
said, and  struck  that  Roger  with  a certain  sword  which  is  called  a miseri- 
cord on  the  left  side,  and  inflicted  on  him  a certain  wound  fifteen  inches 
deep,  one  inch  wide  and  two  inches  long,  against  the  peace  of  the  lord 
king,  his  crown  and  his  dignity  ; and  as  to  this  he  says  that  if  he  had  not 
died  of  the  wounds  which  the  aforesaid  Henry  and  Robert  inflicted  on 
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him,  he  would  immediately  have  died  of  the  wound  which  the  aforesaid 
John  gave  him.  And  this  he  is  prepared  to  prove  against  him  as  against 
the  lord  king’s  felon  by  his  body  or  as  the  court  shall  award  etc.  And 
John  comes  and  denies  all  felony  and  whatever  is  against  the  peace, 
crown  and  dignity  of  the  lord  king  and  the  whole  of  it  etc.  ; and  he 
stoutly  denies  that  he  is  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  Roger’s  death,  and  con- 
cerning this  he  puts  himself  for  good  and  ill  upon  the  country.  And 
jurors  from  Aumundernesse  and  Blakburneshire  are  chosen  thereon  and 
they  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  John  is  not  guilty  of  the  afore- 
said Roger’s  death,  nor  of  force,  instructions,  aid,  consent  or  sending, 
and  that  he  never  concealed  himself  on  account  of  the  aforesaid  death. 
Therefore  the  aforesaid  John  is  to  go  quit  thereof,  and  the  aforesaid 
Adam  is  to  take  nothing  etc.,  but  is  to  be  committed  to  prison  etc. — And 
on  inspection  of  the  aforesaid  record  it  is  found  that  the  same  John, 
Robert,  and  Henry  were  acquitted  at  another  time  before  the  aforesaid 
John  de  Donecastre  and  his  fellows  of  the  aforesaid  death  and  of  force, 
instructions,  aid,  and  consent  to  the  same.  Therefore  the  same  John 
de  Holand,  Robert,  and  Henry  may  go  without  day. 

(At  the  foot  of  the  membrane  : Presentaciones  et  deliber aciones 
ad  coronatorem.) 


m.  14  (54) 

CONCERNING  THOSE  INDICTED  BEFORE  THE  LORD  KING 
AT  WYGAN 

Concerning  assessors  of  taxes 

The  jurors  present  that  while  Robert  Pelle  (and  William  de  Skipton^) 
were  clerks  ^ to  the  assessors  in  the  county  of  Lancaster  of  the  tenth 
granted  to  the  lord  king  in  the  sixteenth  year  of  the  same  present  king’s 
reign, 2 they  look  from  divers  men  of  the  aforesaid  county  a large  sum  of 
money  to  the  amount  of  forty  marks  of  the  aforesaid  tenth  in  diminution 
of  the  aforesaid  tenth  to  their  own  use  ^ ; and  they  took  from  the  town  of 
Quityngton  [Whittington]  los.,  from  the  town  of  Leyk  [Leek]  6s.,  from 

^ MS.  fuit  clericus  has  been  altered  to  fuerunt  clerici  when  the  interlineation  was 
added. 

2 A subsidy  of  one-tenth  of  the  value  of  merchandise  and  other  personal  goods 
in  counties  and  of  one-sixth  in  towns,  boroughs  and  the  royal  demesne  was  granted 
to  the  king  by  the  parliament  of  York  in  November  1322  for  the  purpose  of  purvey- 
ances for  a Scottish  expedition.  John  Travers  and  Thurstan  de  Norley  were 
appointed  collectors  of  the  tax  in  Lancashire,  with  power  to  engage  a clerk  {Rot. 
Pari.,  I,  457  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  ii,  261,  263,  277-80  ; Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1 321-4,  224,  226, 
243.  Cp.  mm.  16,  32d.). 

® After  ad  opus  suum  proprium,  the  MS.  reads  : et  cuiusdam  Willelmi  de  Skypton, 
the  scribe  having  omitted  to  delete  these  latter  words  after  inserting  William  de 
Skipton’s  name  above. 
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the  township  of  Wylyngtone  ^ 5s.,  from  the  town  of  Tatam  [Tatham]  5s., 
from  the  town  of  Burgh  [Burrow  with  Burrow]  6s.  M.,  from  the  town  of 
C[o]kerham  los.,  from  the  town  of  Hullerston  [Ulverston]  20s.,  from  the 
town  of  Aldyngham  and  so  from  town  to  town  of  the  county 

aforesaid,  to  the  aforesaid  sum  of  40  marks.  The  aforesaid  Robert 
comes,  and  being  asked  how  he  will  acquit  himself  of  the  aforesaid  trespass 
says  that  at  another  time  before  William  Herle  and  Geoffrey  de  ^ Scrop, 
justices  appointed  to  make  inquiry  concerning  assessors  and  collectors 
and  their  clerks  and  concerning  their  concealments  etc.  in  the  county 
aforesaid,  he  was  indicted  for  that  same  trespass  and  was  convicted  by 
the  jury  of  the  country  on  which  he  put  himself  of  having  taken  the  afore- 
said sum  ; wherefore  the  same  Robert  was  committed  to  prison  etc.  until 
he  had  made  fine  for  the  aforesaid  trespass.  And  afterwards  before  the 
aforesaid  justices  he  made  fine  with  the  lord  king  on  the  aforesaid  account 
for  his  release.  And  with  respect  to  this  he  vouches  the  record  of  the 
aforesaid  justices’  rolls  of  the  aforesaid  time.  Therefore  order  is  sent  to 
the  same  justices  that  they  shall  examine  their  rolls  and  send  to  the  king 
on  the  octave  of  Martinmas  [18  Nov.]  wherever  etc.  what  may  be  found 
in  the  same  with  regard  to  the  fine  of  the  same  Robert.  And  in  the 
meantime  the  aforesaid  Robert  is  committed  to  the  marshal.  (Margin  : 
mar)  Afterwards  there  came  Richard  de  Asthurst,  Adam  de  Syngleton, 
Thomas  his  brother,  John  de  Godemargh,  William  de  Thorneley,  and 
Jordan  de  Kenyan,  and  they  undertook  to  have  the  aforesaid  Robert  at 
the  aforesaid  term  with  his  warranty  aforesaid  or  to  answer  to  the  lord 
king  for  the  aforesaid  forty  marks  etc.  (Margin  : manuc)  Later  the 
aforesaid  Geoffrey  le  Scrope  justice  etc.  comes  and  records  that  the  afore- 
said Robert  made  fine  etc.  for  the  aforesaid  trespass.  Therefore  the  same 
Robert  may  go  quit  thereof  etc. 

CONCERNING  THE  DELIVERY  OF  PRISONERS  BEFORE  THE  LORD 
KING  AT  WYGAN 

Lancastr' . Henry  Botoun  of  Weryngton,  arrested  for  breaking  into  the  house 
of  Helota,  late  wife  of  John  de  Bolde,  at  Weryngton,  and  stealing  brass  vessels  and 
other  goods  to  the  value  of  20s.,  is  found  guilty  by  the  jurors  of  the  townships  of 
Liuerpol,  Werington,  and  Neuton.  Therefore  etc.  He  had  no  chattels  etc. 
(Margin  : 5^  catall  nulla) 

Lancastr’  John  (son  of  Richard^  de  Hulton  of  Werington,  taken  for  the  theft 
of  a certain  horse  valued  at  105.  belonging  to  William  de  la  Forthe  at  Werington  and 
for  common  larceny  of  horses  and  other  things,  is  found  guilty  by  the  jurors  of  West 
Derby  and  Salford  hundreds.  Therefore  etc.  He  had  no  chattels  etc.  (Margin  : 
5^  catalla  nulla) 

Lancastr’.  Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton,  arrested  for  the  death  of  John  de 
Bikerton  who  was  killed  at  Laylondkirke  and  for  the  theft  of  a horse  belonging  to 
Thomas  Banastre,  is  found  not  guilty  ; therefore  quit  etc.  (Margin  : Q) 


1 MS.  sic. 


2 The  amount  omitted. 


^ MS.  sic. 
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Lancastv' . Richard  le  Chapman  of  Reynford  was  arrested  for  the  murder  of 
John  his  brother  at  Reynford.  Jurors  declare  him  guilty;  therefore  etc.  His 
chattels  are  worth  105.,  for  which  the  township  of  Reynford  will  answer.  His  land 
is  worth  5s.  â^d.  yearly,  for  which  the  sheriff  will  answer,  as  also  for  the  year  and  waste 
of  the  same  land,  worth  65.  8<i.  (Margin  : x.s.  v.s.  iiij.d.  vj.s.  viij.d.) 

Hugh  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildesle  was  arrested  for  the  destruction  of  the  house  of 
Margaret  de  Werkesleye  at  Werkesleye  by  fire  and  for  the  death  of  Robert  son  of 
Martin  the  clerk  whom  he  and  others  killed  and  whose  body  they  cast  into  the  fire 
so  that  it  was  burned  with  the  house  ; also  for  the  death  of  John  de  Bikerton, 
servant  of  William  de  Bradeshawe,  who  was  killed  at  Leylondkirke  ; and  for  the 
theft  of  a palfrey  from  Thomas  Banastre.  On  interrogation  he  feigns  dumbness, 
but  a jury  of  inquisition  declares  that  he  can  speak  if  he  will  and  has  spoken  that 
present  day.  He  is  therefore  sent  back  to  prison  for  a day.  (Margin  : dieta) 

Robert  de  Par  son  of  Henry  de  Par  was  taken  for  the  death  of  the  same  John  de 
Bikerton,  for  the  theft  of  a horse  of  Thomas  Banastre,  and  for  (Entry  ends  abruptly. 
Margin  : vacat  quia  alibi) 

Thurstan  de  Northlegh  was  arrested  on  indictment  for  the  murder  of  William 
Smert  at  Northlegh  park,  17th  year.  Jurors  of  the  wapentakes  of  Lonnesdale  and 
Blakeburn  declare  him  not  guilty.  Therefore  he  goes  quit.  (Margin  : Q) 

m.  I4d.  (54d.) 

The  jurors  of  divers  wapentakes  present  that  William  de  Bradeshaghe 
is  a common  evildoer  leading  a great  company  of  armed  men  with  him  in 
market  places  and  elsewhere  in  the  county  (to  the  terror  of  the  people^)  ; 
and  that  he  beat  and  wounded  Alan  de  Roucestre  at  Pemberton,  and 
likewise  beat  and  wounded  Henry  Gilibrond  at  Wygan  ; and  he  is  a 
common  disturber  of  the  king’s  peace.  And  they  likewise  present  that 
the  same  William  entered  the  enclosure  of  Thurstan  de  Northleye  at 
Northleye  and  hunted  beasts  in  the  same  close,  taking,  to  wit,  nine  bucks 
and  does  belonging  to  that  Thurstan  and  carrying  them  off  against  that 
Thurstan’s  will  and  against  the  king’s  peace  etc.  And  William  comes, 
and  being  asked  concerning  the  aforesaid  trespasses  how  he  wishes  to 
clear  himself  thereof,  he  says  that  he  is  in  no  way  guilty  thereof,  and  as 
to  this  he  puts  himself  on  the  country  etc.  The  jurors  say  upon  their 
oath  that  when  the  feud  between  William  de  Bradeshawe  and  Richard 
de  Holand  arose,  the  aforesaid  William  gathered  to  himself  a great  crowd 
of  armed  men  on  horse  and  on  foot,  sometimes  to  the  number  of  sixty 
men,  sometimes  to  a smaller  number,  riding  through  the  country,  to  wit, 
to  Wygan  on  market  days  and  to  Preston  and  elsewhere  in  that  county  ; 
and  along  with  others  in  his  company  he  beat  and  wounded  Henry  Gili- 
brond at  Wygan  and  Alan  de  Roucestre  at  Pemberton  ; and  [they  say] 
that  he  broke  into  the  close  of  Thurstan  de  Northleye  at  Northleye  and 
there  took  nine  bucks  and  does,  and  that  a certain  Henry  the  reeve  was 
there  wounded  by  those  who  came  in  the  company  of  that  William  ; 
and  that  the  same  William  rode  through  the  country  in  the  aforesaid 
manner  ^ for  a year  and  more  committing  the  aforesaid  trespasses  against 

^ MS.  in  scema  predicta. 
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the  lord  king's  peace  and  to  the  terror  of  the  people.  Therefore  the 
same  William  is  committed  to  the  marshal  etc.  (Margin  : Mar) 

The  jurors  present  that  Thurstan  de  Northeleye  is  a common  dis- 
turber of  the  king’s  peace  in  that  county,  leading  Adam  de  Hindelegh, 
Adam  Bletherhose,  Robert,  Hugh,  John,  Adam,  and  Henry,  sons  of  Hugh 
de  Tildeslegh,  Thomas  de  Hyndele  and  John  his  brother,  and  other 
common  evildoers  and  disturbers  of  the  lord  king’s  peace  in  his  company 
to  market  places  and  elsewhere  in  that  county  to  the  terror  of  the 
people  etc.  They  also  present  that  after  the  death  of  Adam  Banastre 
the  same  Thurstan  took  a large  sum  of  money  by  way  of  ransom  from 
sundry  men  of  that  county,  to  wit,  from  Thomas  de  Clayton  lOOs.,  from 
Henry  Stre  20s.  and  an  ox,  from  Thomas  Swon  13s.  4^.,  from  John 
Wilkyn  65.  M.  and  from  David  de  Hilton  £10.  They  also  present  that 
in  the  time  of  Thomas,  late  earl  of  Lancaster,  the  same  Thurstan  was 
bound  by  mutual  oaths  to  Richard  de  Holond  of  Sutton,  Henry  de  Par 
and  very  many  more  so  that  each  of  them  should  support  the  others. 
They  also  present  that  after  the  release  of  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holond 
from  the  marshalsea  prison,  the  same  Thurstan  was  bound  again  to  the 
same  Richard  by  mutual  oaths  that  they  should  support  their  friends 
and  destroy  their  enemies,^  and  that  every  one  of  their  confederacy  should 
find  six  men  and  the  aforesaid  Thurstan  twelve  when  required  to  do  so 
by  the  same  Richard,  to  the  disturbance  of  the  lord  king’s  peace  etc.^ 
And  the  aforesaid  Thurstan  comes,  and,  being  asked  concerning  the  fore- 
going how  he  wishes  to  acquit  himself  thereof,  says  that  he  is  not  in  any 
way  guilty  thereof,  and  he  puts  himself  on  the  country  concerning  the 
matter.  The  jurors  on  their  oath  say  that  as  to  these  allegations,  namely, 
that  the  aforesaid  Thurstan  had  taken  ransoms  from  Thomas  de  Clayton 
and  the  others  after  the  death  of  the  said  Adam  Banastre,  that  he  had 
been  bound  by  mutual  oaths  to  Richard  de  Holand,  Henry  de  Par  and  the 
rest  in  the  time  of  Thomas  earl  of  Lancastre,  and  that  he  had  been  bound 
anew  etc.  after  the  release  of  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holond  from  the 
marshalsea  prison,  the  same  Thurstan  is  not  guilty  of  those  trespasses  ; 
but  they  say  that  the  same  Thurstan  did  gather  about  him  a large  crowd 
of  armed  men  on  horse  and  on  foot  and  frequently  rode  armed  with  his 
company  to  sundry  markets  and  fairs  in  that  county  to  the  terror  of  the 
people  and  against  the  lord  king’s  peace,  but  he  did  no  other  harm. 
Therefore  he  is  committed  to  prison  etc.  (Margin  : p’son)  Afterwards 
the  aforesaid  Thurstan  made  fine  with  the  lord  king  for  the  aforesaid 
and  other  trespasses,  as  appears  below  ^ and  also  in  the  presentments  of 
[West]  Derbishire,^  and  for  further  trespasses  of  which  he  was  convicted 
at  the  suit  of  the  parties,  by  one  hundred  marks  on  the  security  of  Robert 

^ MS.  ad  manutenendos  eorum  benevolentes  et  ad  destruendos  eorum  maliv  olente  s . 

2 Cp.  m.  i8d.  (58d.). 

2 m.  i8d.  (58d.).  * m.  igd.  (59d.). 
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de  Dalton,  knight,  Robert  de  Cliderhou,  Philip  de  Clayton,  Gilbert  de 
Rishton,  Robert  de  Irland,  William  de  Dallyng,  William  de  Wrightington, 
William  le  Mazoun  of  Preston,  William  de  Mitt  on,  Jordan  de  Kenian, 
Adam  de  Asshehurst,  and  John  le  Ward  of  Claiton,  all  of  the  county  of 
Lancastre,  who  also  undertook  for  him  that  from  henceforth  he  would  be 
of  good  behaviour  towards  the  lord  king  and  all  others  whomsoever  etc., 
under  pain  of  forfeiting  all  that  they  could  forfeit  to  the  lord  king  etc. 
(Margin  : C.mar.^)  ^ 

Lane 

William  de  Bradeschagh  put  forward  before  the  justices  here  a certain 
bill  in  which  was  contained  [the  allegation]  that  when  Thurstan  de 
Nortleye  held  at  farm  the  whole  herbage  of  the  parks  of  Mirscogh  [Myers- 
cough]  and  Foulwod  [Fulwood]  by  the  demise  of  John  Trauers,  the  late 
keeper  of  the  same  parks,  the  same  Thurstan  took  of  the  king’s  beasts 
in  the  aforesaid  parks,  to  wit,  stags,  hinds,  bucks,  and  does,  to  the  number 
of  forty,  with  dogs,  nets  and  other  contrivances,  to  the  lord  king’s  loss  etc. 
And  that  after  the  death  of  Thomas  (earF)  of  Lancaster  the  same  Thurstan 
seized  and  took  away  from  the  lord  king’s  stock  in  Rowland  (which  had 
belonged  to  that  earl),  to  wit,  horses,  oxen,  and  cows,  to  the  value  of  £40, 
and  kept  them  for  his  own  use  to  the  loss  of  the  lord  king.  And  that 
the  same  Thurstan,  lately  the  chief  assessor  and  collector  of  the  tenth 
and  sixth  recently  granted  to  the  lord  king,  extortionately  took  money 
to  the  amount  of  £100  from  divers  towns  in  that  county  for  his  own  use 
to  the  lord  king’s  loss,  to  wit,  from  the  town  of  Whitinton  by  the  hands 
of  William  Schot  and  Richard  Lauerok  los.,  and  from  the  town  of  Lekk 
by  the  hands  of  William  Spenser  and  Richard  de  Crauen  6s.,  and  so  from 
many  other  towns  of  that  county  up  to  the  aforesaid  amount.  And 
that  the  same  Thurstan  hunted  in  the  lord  king’s  park  of  Pimbowe  ^ 
and  took  twenty  bucks  and  does  of  the  lord  king  there  to  the  loss  etc. 
And  he  [William  de  Bradeschagh]  prays  to  be  admitted  to  prosecute 
against  the  said  Thurstan  (on  behalf  of  the  king^)  with  respect  to  the 
aforesaid  trespasses  etc.  And  the  same  Thurstan,  being  present  in  court 
and  asked  how  he  wants  to  acquit  himself  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses, 
answers  of  his  own  free  will  and  says  that  as  for  taking  beasts  in  the 
parks  of  Mireschogh  and  Pimbowe  and  as  for  leading  away  horses,  oxen 
and  cows  belonging  to  the  lord  king  at  Rowland,  he  is  not  guilty^  thereof  ; 

1 After  the  accession  of  Edward  III  Thurstan  de  Norley  made  application  in 
chancery  to  be  acquitted  of  the  payment  of  ;^40,  the  balance  of  his  fine  still  unpaid, 
in  accordance  with  the  decision  of  parliament  that  the  penalties  imposed  on  “ those 
who  were  of  the  quarrel  of  Thomas,  late  earl  of  Lancaster  ”,  should  be  remitted 
{Rol.  Pari.,  II,  54,  424).  On  his  finding  security  for  the  amount,  he  was  granted  a 
respite  until  Michaelmas,  1328,  when  he  was  to  appear  at  the  exchequer  to  prove 
that  he  was  entitled  to  the  remission  [Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1327-30,  408). 

2 Pimbo  in  the  manor  of  Upholland. 
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and  in  regard  to  these  charges  he  puts  himself  on  the  country.  And  as 
for  seizing  beasts  in  the  park  of  Foulwod,  he  says  that ‘he  took  one  roe- 
buck in  the  aforesaid  park  by  licence  of  the  aforesaid  John  Trauers, 
keeper  etc.,  and  he  had  that  by  the  gift  of  the  aforesaid  John  ; and  he 
caught  two  foxes  there  likewise  by  the  licence  of  the  same  John  ; and 
that  he  took  no  other  beasts  nor  committed  any  other  trespass  there  he 
puts  himself  on  the  country.  Therefore  a jury  is  to  be  taken  thereon. 
And  the  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Thurstan  did  not 
take  any  beasts  in  the  aforesaid  parks  of  (Myrscogh,^)  Foulwode,  and 
Pimbowe  as  the  same  William  alleges  on  the  lord  king’s  behalf,  except 
only  that  by  the  licence  of  the  aforesaid  John  Trauers  did  the  same 
Thurstan  take  one  roebuck  and  two  foxes  in  the  aforesaid  park  of  Foul- 
wode, and  that  roebuck  the  same  Thurstan  had  of  the  gift  of  that  John 
Trauers  ; and  they  say  that  the  same  Thurstan  neither  seized  nor  took 
away  the  lord  king’s  stock  at  Rowland,  to  wit,  horses,  oxen  nor  cows,  nor 
any  other  stock,  as  the  same  William  imputes  to  him  on  the  lord  king’s 
behalf.  Therefore  as  to  these  matters  the  same  Thurstan  may  go  quit 
thereof.  And  with  regard  to  the  capture  of  the  beasts  in  the  aforesaid 
park  of  Myrscogh,  they  say  that  the  aforesaid  Thurstan  lately  had  the 
herbage  of  the  same  park  at  farm  by  the  grant  of  John  Trauers  who  was 
then  the  keeper  of  the  same  park,  and  this  Thurstan  at  that  time  took 
three  stags  in  the  same  park.  Therefore  he  is  committed  to  prison  at  the 
king’s  pleasure  etc. 

And  as  for  the  imputation  made  against  the  same  Thurstan  that  while 
he  was  assessor  and  collector  of  the  sixth  and  tenth  he  had  taken  by- 
extortion  etc.  up  to  the  amount  of  a hundred  pounds  from  divers  towns 
in  that  county,  he  [Thurstan]  says  that  he  was  questioned  concerning  the 
same  trespass  at  another  time  before  William  de  Herle  and  Geoffrey  le 
Scrope,  justices  etc.,  and  made  fine  before  the  same  ; and  as  to  this  he 
vouches  the  record  of  the  aforesaid  justices  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid 
Geoffrey  reports  that  the  aforesaid  Thurstan  made  fine  before  them  for 
the  aforesaid  trespass.  Therefore  he  is  to  go  acquitted  thereof. 

m-  15  (55) 


CONCERNING  TRESPASSERS 

V illate  de  Preston  et  Lancastr’ 

[Presentments  :] 

Hugh  de  Tildesle,  Robert,  Hugh,  Adam,  and  John,  his  sons,  and  Hugh  de 
Holecroft  beat  and  wounded  Aubrey  son  of  Adam  de  Preston  in  his  house  at  Preston, 
St.  Wilfrid's  Day  [12  Oct.]  “ four  years  ago  ”,  and  are  common  malefactors. 

William  Smalwode  of  Lancastre  met  Isabel,  wife  of  Alan  Maistersone  of  Lancastre, 
in  Lancastre  and  beat  and  wounded  her,  and  is  a common  evildoer  and  disturber 
of  the  peace. 

Adam  Castane  of  Weryngton  met  the  wife  of  William  son  of  INIirra  de  Preston 
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in  the  town  of  Preston  and  with  force  and  arms  took  from  her  505.,  and  afterwards 
made  William  her  husband  swear  in  the  market-place  of  Weryngton  that  he  would 
not  bring  any  action  against  him  ; and  he  is  a common  evildoer,  arrester  of  men 
and  disturber  of  the  king’s  peace. 

John  de  Elisleye  and  William  his  brother  beat  and  wounded  John  the  servant 
of  Henry  le  Taillour  of  Preston  in  Preston  market-place,  and  are  common  evildoers, 
etc. 

[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come  etc. 

Afterwards  Adam  Castane  appears  and  pleads  not  guilty.  The  jury  on  which 
he  puts  himself  declares  that  he  violently  robbed  the  aforesaid  Mirra  [sic]  wife  of 
the  aforesaid  William  of  50s.,  and  belonged  to  the  company  of  Adam  Banastre, 
going  armed,  sometimes  on  horseback,  sometimes  on  foot,  through  the  country  to 
the  terror  of  the  people.  He  is  committed  to  prison.  Later  he  fines  with  the 
king  in  5 marks  by  the  pledge  of  William  de  Lefford,  William  son  of  Simon  de  Wering- 
ton,  John  son  of  Richard  de  Wygan,  and  Simon  Payn  of  Wygan  (Margin  : v.mar.^) 
John  de  Ellisleye  comes  and  cannot  deny  the  charge  preferred  against  him. 
He  is  committed  to  prison  and  afterwards  makes  fine  by  half-a-mark  “ because  he 
is  poor  ”.  Pledges,  Henry  Banastre,  Richard  de  Ellesleye,  Henry  de  Blakeburn. 
and  William  Banastre.  (Margin  ; dj.mar.^) 

Hugh  de  Tildesleye  fined  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses,  as  appears  “ in 
the  presentments  of  the  wapentakes  of  Salfordeshire  and  [West]  Derbishire  under 
the  heading  de  communibus  malefactoribus  ” ^ 

Hugh  son  of  Hugh  and  Hugh  de  Holcroft  are  reported  dead. 

The  sheriff  testifies  that  Robert  de  Tildesle  and  the  others  have  not  been  found 
and  is  ordered  to  bring  them  up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

Villate  de  Liuerpole,  Werinton  and  Neutone 

The  jurors  present  that  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king^)  Robert  of 
the  Bonk  of  Halewode,  Ranulf  son  of  Adam  de  Hale,  and  Thurstan  of  the 
Bonk  are  joined  together  and  confederated  by  oath,  along  with  certain 
others  whose  names  they  know  not,  to  thrash  people  in  the  market-place 
and  elsewhere  by  the  procurement  of  those  who  wish  to  hire  them  for 
that  purpose,  and  to  take  money  from  people  to  refrain  from  beating 
them  ; and  that  on  the  feast  of  the  Translation  of  St.  Thomas  the  Martyr 
in  the  fourteenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [7  July  1320]  the  same 
Robert,  Ranulf  and  Thurstan,  with  other  persons  unknown,  came  to  the 
shop  of  Adam  de  Sholale  of  Lyuerpole  in  the  market-place  at  Werington 
and,  because  the  same  Adam  would  not  give  his  cloth  to  the  aforesaid 
Robert  at  such  a price  as  the  same  Robert  demanded  it  for,  the  same 
Robert,  with  the  force  and  aid  of  the  aforesaid  Ranulf,  Thurstan  and 
the  others,  thrashed,  wounded  and  ill-treated  the  same  Adam  ; and, 
with  the  aid  and  force  of  the  same  Ranulf  and  Thurstan  in  accordance 
with  their  mutual  conspiracy,  he  made  the  aforesaid  Adam  make  fine 
with  the  same  Robert  by  two  pairs  of  hose,  priced  two  shillings,  so  that 
he  should  not  be  beaten  further.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Robert  and 
Thurstan  came  and  made  fine  for  the  aforesaid  trespasses  and  for  other 

^ See  m.  2od.  (6od.). 
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trespasses  presented  against  tliem  in  Salfordshire  and  [West]  Derbishire  ; 
that  is  to  say,  the  aforesaid  Robert  by  one  mark  by  tlie  pledge  of  Henry 
del  Bruche,  Thomas  de  Hale,  Adam  son  of  Alice,  and  Adam  le  Barkere, 
who  also  undertook  for  the  same  Robert  that  he  would  henceforth  be  of 
good  behaviour  as  well  towards  the  lord  king  as  towards  all  others  whom- 
soever, under  the  penalty  of  forfeiting  all  that  they  can  forfeit  to  the 
king.  (Margin  : j.mar.^)  And  the  aforesaid  Thurstan  made  fine  by  one 
mark  by  the  pledge  of  Robert  de  Huytone,  Thomas  de  Hale,  and  Adam 
son  of  Adam  de  Hale,  who  also  undertook  for  him  as  above.  (Margin  : 
j.mar.^)  And  the  aforesaid  Ranulf  made  fine  as  appears  under  the  head- 
ing of  those  who  were  at  Rauenesdale.^ 

m.  i5d.  (55d.) 


CONCERNING  TRESPASSERS 
Lounesdale  et  Blakehourne 

The  jurors  present  that  when  Roger  de  Aston’thayt  had  the  (present i) 
lord  king’s  commission  to  take  a thousand  quarters  of  oats  and  five 
hundred  salted  hogs’  carcasses  for  the  king’s  use  etc.,  Robert  de  Leyburn, 
at  that  time  sheriff,  and  his  under-bailiffs,  under  colour  of  the  aforesaid 
commission,^  collected  a large  part  of  the  oats  and  bacons  without  pay- 
ing anything  for  the  same  etc.  ; and  when  they  could  not  find  oats  or 
carcasses  to  take  for  the  lord  king’s  use  etc.,  they  took  money,  to  wit, 
5s.  for  a quarter  of  oats  and  2s.  for  a bacon  ; and  in  this  same  manner 
they  collected  in  Lounesdale  150  quarters  of  oats,  priced  5s.  a quarter, 
and  30  hogs’  carcasses,  each  priced  4s.,  and  paid  nothing  for  the  same  etc.^ 
Also  they  present  that  Walter  son  of  Alan  de  Erium,  bailiff  of  the  (present^) 
lord  king,  habitually  ^ took  money  from  a number  of  able  men  to  excuse 
them  from  going  to  the  lord  king’s  wars  and  take  others  who  were  unfit  ; ^ 
and  in  the  same  manner  he  took  from  William  de  Ellershawe,  5s. 
from  Thomas  son  of  Henry  and  /[od.  from  John  son  of  Stephen  Tat  an, 
and  so  from  several  others  to  the  sum  of  five  marks.  Therefore  the 
sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come  etc.  Afterwards  came  the  afore- 
said Walter  son  of  Alan  de  Erum,  and,  when  asked  how  he  wishes  to  clear 
himself  of  the  aforesaid  trespass,  he  says  that  he  was  under-bailiff  of 

1 See  m.  21  (61). 

2 A mandate  for  this  purveyance  was  sent  to  Robert  de  Leyburn  on  24  March 
1322.  The  oats  were  to  be  ground  and  sent  in  barrels  to  Newcastle-on-Tyne  to 
provide  for  the  troops  who  were  then  being  ordered  to  muster  there  in  July  for  a 
projected  renewal  of  the  Scottish  war  (seeintrod.  p.  xxxv).  Roger  de  Kendal,  alias 
de  Astonthwaite,  king’s  clerk,  was  sent  into  Lancashire  to  supervise  the  purveyance 
{Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  94).  For  an  account  of  the  manner  in  which  the  king’s  orders 
were  carried  out  see  Tupling,  R.  Seign.  Bailiffs  {Chet.  Mise.  N.S.  VIII),  64-5. 

3 Cp  mm.  33,  34  (73,  74). 

* MS.  continue. 


3 MS.  impotentes. 
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Edmund  de  Neuill,  bailiff  (of  fee^)  of  the  wapentake  of  Lounesdale  as  of 
the  free  tenement  of  Alice  the  wife  of  that  Edmund  ; ^ and  he  says  that 
he  took  the  aforesaid  ^od.  from  William  de  Ellershawe  and  40^^.  only  from 
the  aforesaid  Thomas  son  of  Henry  and  ^od.  from  John  son  of  Stephen 
Tatan  by  the  order  of  the  same  Edmund  his  master  to  the  use  of  that 
Edmund  and  not  for  his  own  use.  And  concerning  this  he  puts  himself 
on  the  country.  And  the  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid 
Walter  took  the  aforesaid  money  from  the  aforesaid  William  de  Eller- 
shawe, Thomas  son  of  Henry,  and  John  son  of  Stephen,  as  is  presented 
above,  and  so  he  did  from  several  others  to  the  amount  of  five  marks,  as 
well  for  his  own  use  as  for  the  use  of  the  aforesaid  Edmund  his  master. 
Therefore  he  is  committed  to  prison  etc.  (Margin  : p’sone.  A second 
p’sone  has  been  erased)  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Walter  made  fine 
with  the  lord  king  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  and  for  other  trespasses 
presented  against  him,  as  appears  in  the  presentments  (made^)  before 
W.  de  Herle  and  G.  le  Scrope.  And  with  respect  to  the  aforesaid  Roger 
de  Aystonthayt  (and  Robert^)  the  sheriff  testifies  that  they  have  not  been 
found  and  they  have  not  anything  etc.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered 
to  take  them  if  etc.  and  safely  etc.,  so  as  to  have  (their^)  bodies  before 
the  king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary  wherever  etc.  (Margin  : cap’) 

m.  16  (56) 

Lounesdale 

Aymundern 

The  jurors  present  that  Edmund  de  Nevill,  knight,  (in  the  time  of  the 
present  lord  kingi)  had  a certain  commission  from  Thomas  late  earl  of 
Lancaster  to  persuade  and  draw  the  people  in  that  county  to  go  with  him 
to  the  aid  of  the  said  earl  against  the  lord  king  ; and  that  he  received 
from  that  earl  fifty  pounds  to  pay  the  wages  of  such  men  (in  the  same  time 
of  the  present  king^).  And  that  the  same  Edmund,  as  bailiff  of  the 
wapentake  of  Lounesdale,  took  a large  sum  of  money  from  divers  towns 
in  his  bailiwick  to  help  them  against  the  chief  assessors  of  the  tenth  and 
sixth  lately  granted  to  the  lord  king  ^ so  that  they  should  not  be  assessed 
at  the  true  value  of  their  goods  and  chattels  ; to  wit,  from  the  town  of 
Tatham  by  the  hands  of  Ranulf  Bowet,  5s  ; from  the  town  of  Erghom 
[Arkholme]  by  the  hands  of  Adam  le  Receuour,  los  ; and  from  the  town 

1 Walter’s  statement  is  not  quite  correct.  Edmund  de  Nevill  was  bailifE  of 
Lonsdale  by  virtue  of  a lease  of  two  parts  of  the  manor  of  Nether  Kellet  (to  which 
the  bailiwick  was  appurtenant)  granted  to  him  by  Sir  Robert  de  Holland  for  the 
life  of  Edmund’s  wife  Eufemia  (not  Alice  ; Lancs  Inqs.  II,  144,  179  ; cp.  Tupling, 
R.  6-  Seign.  Bailiffs,  37-8).  Edmund  de  Nevill  and  Thomas  de  Lathom  were  on 
16  May  1322  commissioned  to  levy  and  arm  one  footman  from  every  township 
in  Lancashire  for  the  muster  at  Newcastle  in  July  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  123). 

2 See  above,  p.  55,  n.  2. 
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of  Elling  and  Wraton  [Melling  with  Wrayton]  by  the  hands  of  John 
Whelp,  5s.  ; and  so  from  other  towns  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king^). 
And  tliat  the  same  Edmund  received  [money]  from  divers  men  lately 
chosen  to  set  out  with  the  lord  king  to  the  parts  of  Scotland  to  permit 
them  to  stay  in  the  country  and  choose  others  in  their  place  ; to  wit, 
from  John  de  Ellershawe  and  William  his  brother  8s.  ^d.,  and  from  Adam 
del  Myr  ^od.,  and  so  from  many  others  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king‘). 
And  that  a certain  Adam  de  Kellet,  who  was  indicted  for  larceny  and 
arrested  and  imprisoned  in  the  castle  of  Lancastre  whilst  the  same  Edmund 
was  sheriff,^  died  in  prison  through  the  duress  and  suffering  inflicted 
upon  the  same  Adam  by  that  Edmund  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king*). 
And  that  when  Serlo  de  Ardros  and  Maurice  le  Scot,  Scots  and  enemies 
of  the  king,  were  taken  prisoner  in  that  county  by  certain  of  the  king’s 
lieges  and  taken  to  Horneby  castle,  which  was  then  in  the  king’s  hands, 
and  delivered  to  Roger  de  Burgh,  constable  of  the  same  castle,  this  castle 
was  afterwards,  with  the  aforesaid  prisoners,  handed  over  by  the  lord 
king  to  John  de  Nevill,  and  this  John  after  that  handed  the  said  castle 
with  the  aforesaid  prisoners  to  the  custody  of  the  said  Edmund  ; and 
the  same  Edmund,  while  he  had  the  custody  of  the  same  castle,  received 
ten  pounds  from  the  aforesaid  prisoners  and  allowed  them  to  go  away 
(in  the  time  of  the  present  king*).  Therefore  order  is  made  that  the 
sheriff  attach  the  aforesaid  Edmund  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid 
Edmund  comes  and  is  asked  how  he  wishes  to  clear  himself  of  the  afore- 
said trespasses.  As  to  the  first  article  he  says  that  he  belonged  to  the 
household  of  the  said  earl  while  the  same  earl  was  in  friendship  with  the 
king.  And  he  says  that  when  the  same  earl  was  (afterwards*)  hostile  to 
the  lord  king,  he  gave  the  same  Edmund  the  aforesaid  commission  with 
the  aforesaid  fifty  pounds,  and  he  [Edmund]  accepted  the  same  commis- 
sion and  the  aforesaid  money  through  fear  and  apprehension  of  death  ; 
but  he  says  that  when  he  returned  into  that  county  he  never  proclaimed 
or  showed  the  said  commission,  nor  did  he  lead  or  induce  any  men  to  go 
against  the  lord  king  ; and  concerning  this  he  puts  himself  on  the  country. 
And  as  to  the  aforesaid  fifty  pounds  he  says  that  he  went  to  the  lord 
king’s  exchequer  at  York  and  acknowledged  that  he  was  bound  to  the 
lord  king  (in*)  forty  pounds  for  the  aforesaid  money,  and  this  debt  was 
attermined  ^ in  the  same  exchequer  etc.  ; and  as  to  this  he  vouches  the 
record  of  the  rolls  of  the  remembrancers  of  the  same  exchequer.  And 
with  respect  to  the  [remaining]  ten  pounds  of  the  aforesaid  fifty  pounds 
he  says  that  he  is  prepared  to  answer  for  them  to  the  lord  king.  And  as 
for  the  last  article  he  says  that  the  aforesaid  Serlo  and  Maurice,  Scots  and 
enemies  of  the  king,  were  captured  on  Horneby  moor,  which  is  in  the 

1 Deputy  sheriff  from  Mich.  1315  to  Mich.  1317  (P.R.O.  Lists  and  Indexes. 
No.  IX). 

2 I.e.,  a term  was  granted  for  the  payment  of  the  debt. 
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Scottish  march,  by  William  Spornestan,  Adam  Spornestan  and  John  his 
brother,  William  Anstiby,  William  Fox,  William  son  of  Roger,  John  son 
of  Alan,  and  Adam  son  of  Thomas  son  of  Matilda,  who  all,  except  the 
aforesaid  Adam,  sold  the  aforesaid  prisoners  to  the  same  Edmund  in 
accordance  with  the  custom  of  the  aforesaid  march.  And  he  says  that 
he  took  those  prisoners  as  his  own  proper  chattels  to  the  aforesaid  castle 
of  Horneby  to  make  sure  of  them.^  Afterwards  he  took  from  them  the 
aforesaid  ten  pounds  in  the  name  of  ransom,  as  is  the  custom  in  the 
aforesaid  march,  and  released  them  as  it  was  quite  lawful  for  him  to  do 
according  to  the  custom  of  the  aforesaid  march.  And  that  he  has  com- 
mitted no  trespass  in  any  other  way  he  puts  himself  upon  the  country. 
And  with  regard  to  all  the  other  trespasses  imputed  to  him  he  says  that 
he  is  not  guilty  thereof,  and  puts  himself  on  the  country  concerning  the 
matter.  Therefore  a jury  is  to  be  taken  thereon.  And  the  jurors  say 
upon  their  oath  that  at  the  time  when  the  said  earl  was  going  with  his 
army  to  Burton  against  the  lord  king,  on  a certain  Saturday  between 
the  feast  of  the  Purification  of  the  Blessed  Mary  [2  Feb.]  and  Lent  ^ in 
the  fifteenth  year  of  the  reign  of  the  present  lord  king,  the  aforesaid 
Edmund  de  Nevill  caused  (public^)  proclamation  to  be  made  by  certain 
bailiffs  of  that  Edmund  in  the  open  market  ar  Lancastre  that  all  men 
of  his  bailiwick  who  were  willing  to  go  in  his  company  to  Assheburne 
in  aid  of  the  said  earl  against  the  lord  king  were  to  come  the  day  after 
the  said  Saturday  to  the  house  of  the  Preaching  Friars  of  Lancastre  to 
receive  their  wages.  And  they  say  that  on  Sunday,  the  day  after  the 
same  Saturday,  the  said  Edmund  came  to  the  same  place  and  openly, 
in  view  of  all  who  had  come  thither  for  the  aforesaid  reason,  showed  his 
commission  which  he  had  from  the  said  earl  and  caused  it  to  be  read  with 
the  object  of  persuading  and  drawing  the  aforesaid  men  to  rebel  against 
the  lord  king  ^ in  the  form  aforesaid  ; but  they  say  that  neither  the  said 
Edmund  nor  anyone  else  by  his  agency  went  to  the  aid  of  the  said  earl 
at  Assheburne  or  anywhere  else,  nor  did  the  same  Edmund  pay  any 
wages  to  anyone.  They  also  say  that  the  same  Edmund  took  several 
sums  of  money  ^ from  townships  in  his  bailiwick  to  be  of  assistance  to 
them  against  the  chief  assessors  of  the  tenth  and  sixth  lately  granted  to 
the  king  so  that  they  should  not  be  assessed  at  the  true  value  of  their 
goods  and  chattels  ; to  wit,  from  the  town  of  Tatham  by  the  hands  of 
Ranulf  Bowet  5s.,  from  the  town  of  Erghom  [Arkholme]  by  the  hands 
of  Adam  le  receuour  ^ los.,  from  the  town  of  Melling  and  Wraton  by  the 
hands  of  John  Whelp  5s.,  and  from  many  others.  They  also  say  that 
the  same  Edmund  received  several  sums  of  money  from  divers  men  in 

^ MS.  ut  de  eis  foret  securus. 

2 Ash  Wednesday  in  1322  fell  on  24  Feb. 

3 MS.  ad  leuandam  [guerram]  contra  dominum  regem.  ^ MS.  denarios. 

^ MS.  reseuour  altered  to  receuour. 
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his  bailiwick  lately  chosen  to  march  with  the  lord  king  to  the  parts  of 
Scotland  to  allow  them  to  remain  in  the  country  and  to  choose  others  in 
their  place,  to  wit,  from  John  de  Ellershawe  and  William  his  brother 
8s.  ^d.,  and  from  Adam  del  IMyr  ^od.,  and  so  from  many  others.  There- 
fore the  same  Edmund  is  committed  to  prison.  And  as  to  the  imputation 
against  the  same  Edmund  that  Adam  Kellot  was  said  to  have  died 
through  the  duress  and  punishment  which  he  [Edmund]  had  inflicted  on 
him  whilst  in  the  prison  of  Lancastre  when  the  same  Edmund  was  sheriff, 
they  say  that  the  same  Adam  died  a natural  death  and  not  through 
duress.  Therefore  as  to  this  the  same  Edmund  is  acquitted.  And  with 
respect  to  the  aforesaid  Serlo  and  Maurice  le  Scot,  Scots  and  enemies  of 
the  king  etc.,  they  say  that  they  were  taken  prisoners  as  Scots  and  enemies 
of  the  king  in  the  march  of  Scotland  by  the  aforesaid  William  Spornestan 
and  the  others,  and  were  brought  to  the  aforesaid  castle  of  Horneby  and 
afterwards  released  in  conformity  with  the  custom  of  the  march  by  that 
Edmund  who  had  purchased  them,  as  is  stated  above  according  to  the 
admission  of  the  same  Edmund  in  his  reply.^  So  to  judgment  of  that 
Edmund  on  the  last  article.  And  a day  is  given  him  a fortnight  after 
Easter  before  the  king  wherever  etc.  to  hear  judgment  on  him  as  to  the 
release  of  the  aforesaid  Scots,  the  king’s  enemies.  And  for  all  the  other 
trespasses  above  stated,  except  that  for  which  he  has  a day  for  hearing 
judgment  etc.,  as  aforesaid,  the  same  Edmund  made  fine  with  the  lord 
king  by  a hundred  marks  by  the  pledge  of  Hugh  de  Meynill,  knight,  of 
the  county  of  Derby,  Robert  de  Meynil  of  the  same  county,  John  de 
Neuill  of  Horneby  of  the  county  of  Lancastre,  Alan  de  Denston  of  the 
county  of  Derby,  Thomas  de  Corewen  of  the  county  of  Westmorland  and 
John  son  of  William  de  Stafford  of  the  county  of  Stafford,  who  also 
undertook  for  the  same  Edmund  that  he  would  be  of  good  behaviour 
henceforth  as  well  towards  the  lord  king  as  towards  all  others  whomsoever 
under  penalty  of  forfeiting  to  the  king  all  that  they  can  forfeit  etc.  (Mar- 
gin : C.marS)  Afterwards  came  the  aforesaid  Edmund  as  appears  on 
the  back. 

See  the  back  [of  this  membrane]. 


m.  i6d.  (56d.) 

Afterwards  at  the  aforesaid  Quinzaine  of  Easter,  to  wit,  in  the  seven- 
teenth year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [7  May  1324],  the  aforesaid  Edmund 
de  Neuill  comes  to  hear  his  judgment  (on  the  last  article  etch)  etc., 
and  he  prays  that  he  may  be  admitted  to  make  fine  for  the  trespass 
presented  against  him.  And  he  is  admitted  by  a fine  of  ten  pounds  on 
the  security  of  Nicholas  le  Norreys,  Oliver  de  Stanesfeld,  William  de 
Bartaill  and  William  Laurence,  all  of  the  county  of  Lancastre  ; and  they 


^ MS.  secundum  quod  idem  Edmundus  in  respondendo  cognouit. 
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also  undertook  to  have  him  before  the  lord  king  when  the  lord  king  wishes 
to  speak  thereon  against  him.  (Margin  : x.lj.^) 

m-  17  (57) 

CONCERNING  TRESPASSERS 

Aumtindernesse  et  Laylondshive 
[Presentments  and  Process  :] 

Henry  de  Tildeslegh,  Robert,  John,  Adam,  and  Hugh,  brothers  of  the  same 
Henry,  Albredus  son  of  Robert  son  of  Adam  de  Preston,  and  Robert  le  Tauerner 
thrashed,  wounded  and  maimed  Albredus  son  of  Adam  de  Preston,  at  Preston,  Sun. 
aft.  St.  Wilfrid  [14  Oct.]  “ four  years  ago  ”.  The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them. 
Albredus  son  of  Robert  appears  and  pleads  not  guilty.  He  is  acquitted  by  a jury 
of  the  country.  It  is  attested  that  Hugh,  brother  of  Henry  de  Tildeslegh,  is  dead,, 
and  that  the  others  cannot  be  found  and  have  nothing  by  which  they  may  be 
attached.  The  sheriff  is  to  bring  them  up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  Afterwards, 
at  Hilary  term,  19th  year,  Robert  le  Tauerner  made  fine  ; therefore  nothing  further 
with  regard  to  him  etc. 

John  de  Cros  of  Wygan  took  5 marks  by  way  of  ransom  from  Henry  de  Dokesbury 
after  the  death  of  Adam  Banastre. 

Thomas  de  Hale  took  los.  in  the  name  of  ransom  from  William  de  Thorp. 

Adam  de  Whitingham,  Robert  de  Worthington,  William  of  the  Mirre,  and  John 
son  of  Roger  Banastre  beat,  wounded  and  ill-treated  Henry  Gilibrond  at  Wygan 
and  Alan  de  Roucestre  at  Pemberton. 

Gilbert  de  Bykerstath  and  William  his  brother  beat,  wounded  and  ill-treated 
Jordan  de  Kenyan  in  Maudesle  wood. 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come.  Afterwards  John  de  Cros  appears 
and  is  acquitted.  Thomas  de  Hale  made  fine  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses  as 
appears  in  the  presentments  made  before  W.  de  Herle  and  G.  le  Scrope  and  sent 
here  to  be  determined.^  Adam  de  Whitingham,  Robert  de  Worthington  and  John 
son  of  Roger  Banastre  made  fine  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses  as  appears  in 
the  presentments  of  names  delivered  here  by  Master  Robert  de  Ayleston.^  Gilbert 
and  William  de  Bikerstath  made  fine  as  appears  below.  William  of  the  Mirre  has 
not  been  found  ; he  is  to  be  brought  up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

The  same  jurors  present  that  in  the  county  court  of  Lancastre  in  the 
seventeenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  Cecilia,  lately  the  wife  of 
Richard  le  Botiller,  appealed  William  de  Bradeshagh,  knight,  and  others 
of  the  death  of  the  aforesaid  Richard  her  husband,  and  that  [after]  she 
had  begun  her  appeal  in  three  county  courts  the  aforesaid  William  came 
at  the  fourth  court  with  sixty  armed  men,  and  the  aforesaid  Cecilia, 
seeing  the  said  William  coming  in  this  manner,  did  not  dare  to  come 
to  the  said  county  court  to  prosecute  her  appeal.  Afterwards  the  afore- 
said William  at  the  suit  of  the  aforesaid  Cecilia  was  convicted  of  the 
aforesaid  trespass,  as  more  fully  appears  in  the  rolls  of  the  pleas  of  this 
term  in  roll  23. 

The  same  jurors  present  that  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king^)  the 
aforesaid  William  de  Bradeshagh,  knight,  Thomas  Banastre,  knight, 
1 See  m.  33d.  (73d.).  2 See  m.  25  (65). 
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William  du  Lee,  William  de  Anderton,  William  de  Worthington,  Gilbert 
de  Bikerstatli,  Simon  and  William  his  brothers,  William  de  Whitingham, 
Adam  and  William  sons  of  the  same  William,  Ralph  de  Threkelton,  Adam 
son  of  John  de  Leure,  Dakin  de  Heton,  Robert  and  Henry  brothers  of  the 
same  Dakin,  Roger  de  parua  Boulton,  John  del  Holt,  Henry  son  of  Roger 
de  Leure,  John  son  of  Roger  Banastre  and  John  son  of  Adam  le  Taillour 
rode  armed,  sometimes  to  the  county  court,  sometimes  to  market  towns 
and  elsewhere  in  the  county  of  Lancastre,  to  the  great  terror  of  the  people 
and  against  the  peace  etc.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  commanded  to  attach 
them.  Afterwards  the  same  William  is  convicted  of  the  same  trespass 
and  other  trespasses  as  appears  on  the  back  of  this  roll.  Afterwards  there 
came  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Banastre,  William  de  Lee,  William  de  Ander- 
ton, William  de  Worthington,  Gilbert  de  Bikerstath,  Simon  his  brother, 
William  de  Whitingham  and  Ralph  de  Threkelton,  and  when  each  of  them 
is  asked  individually  how  he  wishes  to  acquit  himself,  they  say  they  are 
not  guilty  thereof  etc.,  and  as  to  this  they  put  themselves  on  the  country 
etc.  And  the  jurors  say  upon  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Thomas 
Banastre,  William  de  Lee,  William  de  Anderton,  William  de  Worthington, 
Gilbert  de  Bikerstath  (and^)  Simon  his  brother  were  of  the  company  of 
the  aforesaid  William  de  Bradeshagh,  sometimes  riding  on  horseback, 
sometimes  going  armed  to  Lancastre  and  Wygan  and  elsewhere  to  market 
towns  and  fairs  and  other  places  in  that  county  to  the  terror  of  the  people 
and  against  the  lord  king’s  peace.  And  they  say  that  when  William  de 
Bradeshagh  came  with  his  aforesaid  company  and  with  many  more 
armed  men  on  horse  and  on  foot  to  the  county  court  of  Lancastre  held  on 
Monday  next  before  the  feast  of  St.  Laurence  last  past  [8  Aug.  1323],  and 
Cecilia,  late  the  wife  of  Richard  le  Botiller,  who  had  begun  to  prosecute 
a certain  appeal  of  the  death  of  the  aforesaid  Richard  her  husband  against 
that  William  de  Bradeshagh  and  certain  others  in  the  three  preceding 
county  courts,  was  afraid  to  come  to  that  county  court  to  prosecute  her 
aforesaid  appeal  through  fear  and  terror  of  the  arrival  of  that  William 
and  his  aforesaid  company,  the  aforesaid  Ralph  de  Threkelton,  a suitor 
of  the  aforesaid  county  court,  came  armed  with  haketon,  habergeon,  and 
plate  armour  and,  in  favour  and  maintenance  of  the  said  William  de 
Bradeshagh,  gave  judgment  for  that  William  against  the  aforesaid  Cecilia 
as  against  one  who  had  not  prosecuted  her  aforesaid  appeal.  Therefore 
the  said  Thomas  Banastre,  William  de  Lee,  William  de  Anderton,  Wil- 
liam de  Worthinton,  Gilbert  de  Bikerstath,  Simon  his  brother  and  Ralph 
are  committed  to  prison.  And  they  say  that  the  aforesaid  William  de 
Whitingham  is  not  guilty  thereof  etc.  Therefore  he  may  go  quit  thereof 
etc. 

Afterwards  Thomas  Banastre  made  fine  for  ;^io  by  pledge  of  Peter  de  Burnhull, 
Adam  de  Bikerstath,  Ranulf  de  Singelton,  John  Banastre  del  Bank,  William  Banastre 
of  Bretherton,  Robert  de  Thorp  and  Robert  Molineux.  (Margin  : x.li.^) 
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William  de  Anderton  made  fine  for  his  trespass  as  above  and  for  other  trespasses 
by  10  marks.  Pledges  : Adam  de  Chernok,  Adam  de  Pemberton,  John  de  Pem- 
berton, Hugh  de  Pemberton,  Robert  de  Blakeburn.  (Margin  : x.mar.^) 

William  de  Worthington  made  fine  for  loos.  by  the  pledge  of  William  Gerard, 
John  del  Ford,  Roger  de  Wynstansleye  and  William  son  of  Roger  de  Pemberton. 
(Margin  ; C.s^) 

Gilbert  and  Simon  de  Bikerstath  fined  for  their  trespass  as  above  and  for  other 
trespasses  presented  against  them  before  W.  de  Herle  and  G.  le  Scrope  by  10  marks. 
Sureties  : Adam  de  Bikerstath,  Gilbert  de  Wenyngton,  Richard  de  Stotfoldshagh, 
Richard  de  Boston,  William  de  Hoghleye,  Robert  de  Westheued.  (Margin  : x.mar.^) 
Ralph  de  Threkelton  made  fine  for  10  marks  by  the  pledge  of  Adam  de  Brokhole, 
Henry  de  Carleton,  John  son  of  Thomas  de  Cleyton,  William  de  Holkeley,  Robert 
de  Pulton  and  Robert  de  Threkelton.  (Margin  : x.mar.^) 

Adam  de  Leure  cannot  deny  etc.  and  is  committed  to  prison.  Later  he  fined 
for  £10  by  the  pledge  of  Adam  de  Chernok,  Henry  de  Bradeshagh,  William  de 
Whitingham,  Robert  de  Anderton,  William  son  of  Walter  de  Wygan,  Edmund  de 
Riggeby  and  William  de  Ormeston.  (Margin  : x.lj.^) 

William  de  Bikerstath  fined  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses  by  2 marks. 
Sureties  ; Adam  de  Bykerstath,  John  de  Derbishire  and  Alexander  de  Kyrkebi. 
(Margin  : ij.mar.^) 

John  del  Holt  and  John  son  of  Roger  Banastre  made  fine  as  appears  in  the 
presentments  delivered  to  the  justices  here  by  Master  Robert  de  Ayleston. 

m.  lyd.  (57d.) 

Roger  de  parua  Boulton  made  fine  for  the  aforesaid  and  other  trespasses  as 
appears  in  the  presentments  before  W.  de  Herle  and  G.  le  Scrope. 

William  son  of  William  de  Whytyngham,  Dakin  de  Heton,  Robert  and  Henry 
his  brothers,  Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Leure  and  John  son  of  Adam  le  Taillour  cannot 
be  found  and  have  nothing  etc.  The  sheriff  is  to  bring  them  up  on  the  octave  of 
Hilary. 

William  du  Lee  made  fine  for  the  aforesaid  and  other  trespasses  by  100  marks. 
Sureties  : Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  Philip  de  Claiton,  William  de  Dalling,  Gilbert 
de  Risshton,  John  de  Stanesfeld,  John  Cort  of  Horneby,  Richard  de  Molineux, 
Adam  de  Asshehurst,  Jordan  de  Kenyan,  Adam  de  Standish  of  Wygan,  John  Warde 
of  Claiton,  John  de  Hapton  of  Croston.  (Margin  : C.mar.^) 

[The  next  entry  is  a repetition  of  the  presentment  and  process  against  William 
de  Bradshaw  which  are  given  at  the  top  of  m.  i4d.  (54d.),  except  that  the  present- 
ment is  stated  to  be  made  by  “ the  same  jurors  ” (of  Amounderness  and  Leyland) 
instead  of  by  “ the  jurors  of  divers  wapentakes  ”.] 

m.  18  (58) 


CONCERNING  TRESPASSERS 

Further  of  Amundernesse  and  Leyelonds’ 

Lane' 

The  jurors  present  that  Richard  de  Holond,  knight,  having  assembled 
with  him  two  hundred  armed  men,  came  to  Preston  on  Friday  next  before 
the  feast  of  St.  James  the  Apostle  in  the  seventeenth  year  of  the  present 
king’s  reign  [22  July  1323]  and  by  terror  disturbed  the  session  of  John 
Trauers  and  his  fellows,  justices  appointed  to  take  the  assizes  in  the 
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county  of  Lancastre.  And  that  the  same  Richard,  John  de  Holand, 
Richard  de  Holond  of  Sutton,  Robert  de  Huyton  and  William  his  brother, 
Alan  de  Eckleston  and  Henry  his  brother,  Adam  de  Hyndele,  Thomas 
and  John  his  brothers,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Richard  de  Lauton,  William 
de  Fernylegh,  Richard  de  Tokstath,  Thurstan  de  Northlegh,  Adam  de 
Singelton  and  Thomas  his  brother,  Alan  de  Barton,  Robert  de  Northlegh, 
Adam  de  Ashirst,  Richard  de  Hilm,  John  Lilye,  William  son  of  William 
Gilibrond,  and  John  son  of  the  smith  of  Pemberton  are  common  evildoers, 
riding  and  going  armed,  sometimes  to  the  county  court  and  sometimes 
to  market  towns  and  elsewhere  in  the  aforesaid  county,  to  the  terror  of 
the  people  and  against  the  peace  etc.  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king^). 
Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them.  Afterwards  the  afore- 
said Richard  de  Holond  of  Sutton,  Robert  de  Huyton  and  Wdlliam  his 
brother,  Adam  de  Syngelton,  Adam  de  Assherst  and  John  Lylie  came  ; 
and  when  each  of  them  is  questioned  separately  concerning  the  foregoing 
as  to  how  he  wishes  to  acquit  himself,  they  say  that  they  are  not  guilty 
thereof.  And  with  respect  to  this  they  put  themselves  on  the  country. 
And  the  jurors  say  upon  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holond 
of  Sutton,  Robert  de  Huyton  and  William  his  brother  belonged  to  the 
company  and  confederacy  of  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holond  knight, 
sometimes  riding  about,  sometimes  going  armed  to  Preston  and  Leyland 
and  elsewhere  to  market  towns  and  fairs  in  the  aforesaid  county  to  the 
terror  of  the  people  and  against  the  king's  peace.  Therefore  they  are 
committed  to  prison.  (Margin  : pris)  And  they  say  that  the  aforesaid 
Adam  de  Assherst  and  John  Lylie  are  not  guilty  thereof  ; therefore  they 
may  go  quit  thereof.  (Margin  : Q twice) 

Afterwards  the  following  made  fine  as  indicated  : 

Richard  de  Holond  of  Sutton,  £20  for  the  aforesaid  trespass,  for  other  trespasses 
presented  against  him  under  the  heading  of  those  who  were  at  Rauenesdale  etc., 
and  for  the  confederacy  made  with  Thurstan  de  Northle  and  others  at  Garteswode. 
Sureties  : Adam  de  Holcroft,  Robert  de  Taldeford,  Alan  de  Renford,  Robert  Fox, 
Roger  Baret,  William  son  of  Roger  de  Pemberton.  (Margin  : xx.li.^) 

Robert  de  Huyton,  loos.  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  and  for  others  presented 
against  him  in  the  wapentakes  of  Saltf’  and  Derbyshire  before  W.  Herle  and  G. 
Scrope.  Sureties:  William  Gerard,  John  Delforde,  Roger  de  Wynstanslegh,  William 
son  of  Roger  de  Pemberton.  (Margin  : C.s.^) 

William  de  Huyton,  ;^io  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  and  others  presented  against 
him  in  the  same  wapentakes.  Sureties  : John  del  Forde,  Henry  de  Pemberton 
senior,  Richard  de  Sussex,  Adam  de  Boudon.  (Margin  : x.li.^) 

Adam  de  Syngelton,  loos.  Sureties  : Edmund  de  Haydok,  Robert  de  Prees, 
William  de  Wytingeham  and  Alan  de  Mules.  (Margin  : C.sS) 

John  de  Holand  made  fine  as  appears  under  the  heading  of  those  who  were  at 
Rauenesdale.^ 

Alan  de  Ecleston,  £20  2 for  the  above  trespass,  and  for  others  presented  against 

1 See  m.  21  (61). 

2 £12  los.  od.  of  this  fine  was  still  unpaid  on  the  accession  of  Edward  III,  and 
on  Alan’s  representation  that  he  was  unable  to  pay  the  balance,  an  order  was  made 
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him  by  the  jurors  of  Salfordshire  and  West  Derbyshire  and  in  the  presentments 
made  before  W.  Herle  and  G.  Scrope.  Sureties  : William  de  Coudray,  Richard  de 
Ins,  Henry  de  Fetherby,  Adam  de  Kenyan,  Robert  de  Blakebourne,  Henry  de 
Pemberton,  (Margin  : xxM.^) 

Thomas  de  Syngelton,  40s.  Sureties  : John  de  Bolton,  William  de  Wytingham, 
Adam  de  Mules,  Edmund  de  Haydok.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 

Alan  de  Barton,  5 marks  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  and  for  others  presented 
against  him  by  the  jurors  of  Salfordshire  and  West  Derbyshire.  Sureties  : John 
de  Barton,  Henry  Banastre,  William  de  Quithingham,  William  de  Etheliston,  John 
de  Therlefalgh,  William  Banastre  of  Waleton,  (Margin  : v.mav.^) 

Robert  de  Northle,  2o,s.  for  the  above-mentioned  trespass  and  for  others  presented 
against  him  before  W.  Herle  and  G,  Scrope.  Sureties  : John  de  Gosenargh,  Adam 
de  Assherst,  Jordan  de  Kenyan,  William  Cherneligh.  (Margin  : xx.s.^.) 

Concerning  Thurstan  de  Northle,  more  fully  elsewhere.^ 

As  to  Richard  de  Holand,  knight,  and  the  rest,  the  sheriff  reports  that  they  are 
not  to  be  found,  and  they  have  nothing  etc.  He  is  ordered  to  bring  them  up  on 
the  octave  of  Hilary. 

m.  i8d.  (58d.) 

[The  presentment  against  Thurstan  de  Norley  and  his  plea  of  not  guilty  as 
recorded  on  m.  i4d.  (54d.)  is  here  repeated,  though  not  the  finding  of  the  trial  jury 
nor  the  termination  of  the  case.  In  the  margin  is  the  note  : alibi-l 

m.  19  (59) 

Derhis* 

The  jurors  present  .that  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  the  present  king's 
reign  Gilbert  de  Sutheworth,  now  sheriff  of  Lancastre,  sent  to  the  earl  of 
Lancastre  two  able  and  well  equipped  men-at-arms  with  good  mounts, 
at  the  expense  of  that  Gilbert,  to  aid  the  same  earl  against  the  lord 
king  ; to  wit,  John  son  of  Robert  le  Taillour  of  Wynequik  [Winwick]  and 
Richard  de  Plumpton  ; and  (that^)  the  same  Gilbert  procured,  abetted 
and  advised  many  men  to  go  in  aid  of  the  said  earl  against  the  king  etc. 
And  the  same  Gilbert,  being  present  in  court  and  straightway  ^ asked 
concerning  the  foregoing  how  he  wishes  to  acquit  himself  thereof,  says 
that  he  is  not  guilty  thereof  ; and  as  to  this  he  puts  himself  on  the  country. 
And  the  jurors  chosen  and  passed  ^ for  this  purpose  say  on  their  oath  that 
the  aforesaid  Gilbert  is  not  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses  charged 
against  him.  Therefore  he  is  to  go  quit  thereof  etc.  (Margin  : Q) 

The  same  jurors  present  that  Robert  de  Cliderhou,  parson  of  the 
church  of  Wygan,  who  had  been  a clerk  of  the  lord  king’s  chancery  for 
thirty  years  and  was  afterwards  the  present  lord  king’s  escheator  on  this 
side  of  Trent, ^ sent  at  his  own  expense  two  men-at-arms  with  good 

to  the  treasurer  and  barons  of  the  exchequer  to  grant  him  a respite  at  their  discretion 
in  accordance  with  an  ordinance  of  the  first  parliament  of  the  new  reign.  {Cal.  Cl. 
R.,  1327-30,  137). 

1 m.  14  d.  (54d.).  2 jyfg.  recenter.  ^ MS.  triati. 

^ I.e.,  north  of  the  Trent.  He  was  escheator  from  19  Feb.  1315  to  27  Sep.  1316 
(Tout,  Edward  II,  322). 
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mounts,  to  wit,  Adam  de  Cliderhou,  son  of  that  Robert,  and  John  son 
of  John  de  Knolle,  and  along  with  them  four  strong  and  able  footmen 
armed  with  swords,  knives,  bows  and  arrows,  to  the  said  earl  of  Lancastre 
to  assist  that  earl  against  the  lord  king  ; and  that,  while  preaching  on  a 
certain  solemn  day  in  the  sight  of  all  the  people  in  his  church  of  Wygan, 
the  same  Robert  told  his  parishioners  and  the  others  there  present  that 
they  were  the  liege  men  of  that  earl  and  were  bound  by  their  allegiance 
to  give  aid  to  the  same  earl  in  the  enterprise  which  he  had  undertaken 
against  the  king,  asserting  and  swearing  at  his  peril  that  the  undertaking 
of  that  earl  was  lawful  ^ and  that  of  the  lord  king  was  unlawful, ^ and 
saying  that  he  would  absolve  from  all  their  sins  all  who  were  willing  to 
go  in  aid  of  that  earl  ; and  thus  by  his  preaching  and  sermons  he  stirred 
up,  abetted,  procured  and  advised,  in  every  way  within  his  knowledge 
and  power,  men  to  go  against  the  king,  so  that  many  who  previously  had 
no  intention  of  going  etc.  did  go  (against  the  king^).  And  the  aforesaid 
Robert,  being  present  in  court  and  straightway  asked  concerning  the 
foregoing  how  he  desires  to  acquit  himself  thereof,  says  that  while  preach- 
ing on  a certain  solemn  day  in  his  church  aforesaid  he  asked  his 
parishioners  to  pray  for  the  lord  king,  for  the  peace  and  good  estate  of 
the  realm,  and  for  the  earls  and  barons  of  the  realm,  and  to  pray  that  God 
would  so  order  and  dispose  between  them  that  the  peace  and  tranquillity 
of  the  realm  might  be  preserved  in  all  things  ; and  he  says  that  he  preached 
nothing  else.  He  also  says  that  he  did  not  send  any  men-at-arms  or  foot- 
men in  aid  of  the  said  earl  against  the  lord  king  as  has  been  imputed  to 
him.  And  concerning  this  he  puts  himself  on  the  country  etc.  And  the 
jurors  chosen  and  passed  ^ for  this  purpose,  to  wit,  Baldwin  de  Gynes, 
John  de  Kyrkeby,  knights,  Gilbert  de  Scaresbrek,  William  de  Coudray, 
Alan  de  Rykkeston,  Robert  de  Sannkey,  William  de  Standissh,  John  de 
Cophull,  John  de  Asshton,  John  Banastre  del  Bonk,  John  de  Heskeyth 
and  Adam  Nowel,  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Cliderhou 
sent  to  the  aforesaid  earl  the  aforesaid  two  men-at-arms  and  four  footmen 
at  the  expense  of  the  same  Robert  in  aid  of  that  earl  against  the  king  ; 
and  that  he  preached  against  the  lord  king  in  his  church  aforesaid  as  has 
been  presented  above.  Therefore  the  same  Robert  is  committed  to  prison 
etc.  (Margin  : p' son) 

Afterwards  Simon  de  Aluetham,  Adam  de  Cliderhou,  Richard  son  of 
Henry  de  Cliderhou,  Henry  de  Rysshton,  Roger  de  Appeden,  Hugh  de 
Pemberton,  Richard  de  Ins  near  Wygan,  John  de  Boulton,  Adam  de 
Pemberton,  John  de  Cruce,  John  son  of  Hugh  de  Wigan,  Henry  Russel  of 
Wigan  and  Robert  de  Huyton  mainprised  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Clider- 
hou, undertaking  to  have  him  in  person  before  the  king  on  Monday  next 
after  the  octave  of  St.  Martin  [21  Nov.  1323]  wherever  etc.,  their  bodies 
for  his  body,  so,  that  is  to  say,  that  if  they  do  not  have  his  body  before 

^ MS.  iusia.  2 ]\is_  inntsta.  ^ MS.  triati. 
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the  king  on  the  day  aforesaid,  they  will  immediately  be  bound  to  the  lord 
king  in  a thousand  marks  to  be  paid  at  the  lord  king’s  pleasure  etc.  ; 
and  they  also  undertook  to  give  security  to  the  lord  king  for  the  making 
of  the  fine,  if  any  etc.,  with  the  same  lord  king  by  that  Robert.  After- 
wards on  that  day  the  aforesaid  Robert  came  before  the  lord  king  etc. 
Therefore  the  aforesaid  mainpernors  are  quit  etc.  of  the  aforesaid  thou- 
sand marks  etc.  And  the  same  Robert  made  fine  with  the  lord  king 
(for  the  aforesaid  trespass^)  by  two  hundred  pounds,  and  it  is  accepted 
by  the  lord  king  on  the  aforesaid  mainprise  etc.  (Margin  : CC.li.^) 

The  same  jurors  present  that  on  Monday  next  before  the  feast  of 
St.  Gregory  (in  the  fifteenth  year^)  [8  March  1322]  Richard  del  Doustes, 
the  chamberlain  of  Robert  de  Holand,  [brought]  to  Lyuerpol  a certain 
letter  of  credence  from  his  said  master  directed  to  Richard  de  Holand, 
knight,^  Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton,  Thurstan 
de  Northleye,  William  de  Huyton  ^ and  John  de  Holand,^  and  to  all 
owing  obedience  to  that  Robert  de  Holand,  to  the  effect  that  they  should 
obey  and  advise  ^ the  same  Richard  and  do  what  he  told  them  by  word 
of  mouth  to  do  ; and  he  [Richard  del  Doustes]  ordered  them  on  behalf 
of  his  said  lord  immediately  to  make  themselves  ready  with  all  the  armed 
force  which  they  could  get  ^ to  go  with  him  in  order  to  capture  Oliver  de 
Ingham  and  his  associates  who  were  then  with  the  lord  king  in  the  county 
of  Chester  on  their  way  to  Werington  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the 
allegiance  of  the  community  of  the  county  of  Lancastre  for  the  king’s 
service.  And  this  Richard  del  Doustes,  along  with  the  aforesaid  Richard 
de  Holand,  knight,  and  the  others  named  above,  and  with  many  other 
persons  unknown,  came  to  Ronkore  [Runcorn]  intending  to  carry  out  the 
wishes  of  the  aforesaid  Richard  and  the  command  of  the  aforesaid  Robert  ; 
but  because  the  same  Oliver  had  collected  all  the  boats  on  the  other  side 
of  the  water  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holand  and  the  others  were  unable 
to  get  near  to  that  Oliver,  so  that  it  was  not  in  their  power  to  capture 
the  same  Oliver.  Therefore  order  is  given  to  the  sheriff  to  attach  them 
etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Richard  del  Dustes  made  fine  for  the 
aforesaid  trespass  and  for  all  the  other  trespasses  presented  against  him 
both  in  that  county  of  Lancastre  and  in  the  county  of  Derby,  as  appears 
in  the  presentments  made  in  the  county  of  Derby. 

m.  iqd.  (59d.) 

Derbis’ 

The  jurors  present  that  on  Friday  next  after  the  feast  of  the  Purifica- 
tion of  the  Blessed  Mary  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  the  present  lord  king’s 

1 On  m.  21  (61)  these  men  are  stated  to  have  been  at  Ravensdale  with  Sir  Robert 
de  Holland  about  this  time.  It  is  doubtful,  too,  whether  Sir  Robert  de  Dalton  was 
then  in  Lancashire,  as  he  was  taken  prisoner  at  Boroughbridge.  See  introd., 
p.  xxix,  n.  4.  2 ]y[s_  fovent  intendentes  et  consulentes.  ^ MS.  habere. 
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reign  [5  Feb.  1322]  Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton  and  Thurstan  de  North- 
legh  assembled  a great  band  of  armed  men  to  the  number  of  five  hundred 
at  Wygan,  and  there  openly  took  a view  of  them  and  their  arms  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  lord  king  is  accustomed  to  take  a view  of  his  men 
in  time  of  war,  and  led  them  to  Rachedale  in  aid  of  the  earl  of  Lancastre 
against  the  lord  king  ; and  that  the  said  Thurstan  was  ready  to  pay  the 
aforesaid  five  hundred  men  their  wages  at  Rachesdale.  Therefore  the 
sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Richard 
and  Thurstan  came,  and  when  asked  with  respect  to  the  foregoing  how 
they  wish  to  clear  themselves  thereof  they  say  they  are  not  guilty  thereof, 
and  concerning  this  they  put  themselves  on  the  country.  And  the  jurors 
say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Thiirstan  and  a certain  Matthew  de 
Haydok  (who  is  now  dead)  at  the  command  of  the  said  earl  of  Lancaster 
gathered  a large  number  of  armed  men  in  Lent  of  the  year  abovesaid  and 
led  them  to  Rachesdale  with  the  object  of  setting  out  from  thence  to 
the  said  earl  in  aid  of  that  earl  against  the  lord  king  ; and  they  say  that 
when  the  same  Thurstan  arrived  at  Rachesdale  he  at  once  returned 
home,  and  in  his  stead  appointed  William  de  Rouyngton  and  a certain 
other  person  unknown  to  lead  the  aforesaid  men  to  the  said  earl,  though 
that  Thurstan  knew  of  the  hostility  which  had  previously  arisen  between 
the  lord  king  and  the  said  earl.  And  they  say  that  the  aforesaid  Richard 
was  at  that  time  the  steward  of  Robert  de  Holand,  at  whose  request  the 
same  Richard  caused  a great  band  of  armed  men  to  be  assembled  and 
sent  them  to  Asshebourne  in  aid  of  the  said  earl  against  the  lord  king, 
knowing  of  the  enmity  which  had  arisen  between  the  lord  king  and  that 
earl.  Therefore  the  same  Thurstan  and  Richard  are  committed  to  prison. 
And  they  say  that  they  held  no  view  or  show  of  arms  as  is  presented 
above.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton  made  fine 
with  the  lord  king  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  by  twenty  pounds  by  the 
pledge  of  Adam  de  Pemberton,  Roger  de  Toxtath,  Thomas  de  Hale,  Hugh 
de  Pemberton,  Roger  del  Merssh,  John  de  Huy  ton,  Alan  de  Raynford, 
William  le  Leuere,  William  son  of  Roger  de  Asshton,  Adam  de  Par, 
William  son  of  Roger  de  Pemberton,  Robert  de  Anderton,  Robert  de 
Ryselegh  and  Richard  son  of  Patrick,  who  also  undertook  for  that  Richard 
de  Holand  that  he  would  thereafter  be  of  good  behaviour  both  towards 
the  lord  king  and  to  all  others  whomsoever  under  pain  of  forfeiting  all 
that  they  can  forfeit  to  the  king  etc.  ; and  they  also  undertook  to  have 
the  body  of  the  aforesaid  Richard  where  and  when  etc.  at  the  lord  king’s 
pleasure,  their  bodies  for  his  body,  to  stand  to  judgment  etc.  if  he  fail 
to  render  satisfaction  to  the  same  lord  king  for  the  aforesaid  fine. 
(Margin  : xx.li.^) 
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m.  20  (60) 

Derh’ 

Salford  ^ 

The  jurors  present  that  in  the  time  of  Thomas  late  earl  of  Lancastre 
in  the  tenth  year  of  the  present  lord  king’s  reign,  and  after  the  death  of 
William  de  Holand,  Robert  de  Holand’s  brother,  in  the  aforesaid  year, 
Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton,  Henry  de  Par,  Thurstan  de  Northleie, 
Adam  de  Irlond,  Richard  and  John  sons  of  the  same  Adam,  John  de 
Holand,  Robert  de  Huton  and  William  his  brother,  Richard  of  the 
Doustes,  Richard  de  Holand,  knight,  Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  Hugh 
de  Tildeslegh,  Henry,  Adam,  Robert,  John,  and  Hugh,  sons  of  the  same 
Hugh,  Robert  de  Hyndelegh,  Adam,  Thomas,  and  John,  brothers  of  the 
same  Robert,  Hugh  de  Kilchith,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Robert  de  Par  and 
John  his  brother,  Alan  de  Eccleston,  (Margin  : eccleston)  [and]  Henry 
and  Thomas  brothers  of  the  same  Alan  ^ were,  with  the  support  ^ of 
Robert  de  Holand,  who  belonged  to  their  kindred  and  maintenance,^ 
bound  together  by  mutual  oaths  so  that  each  of  them  should  maintain 
the  others,  and  they  committed  numerous  unlawful  acts  and  crimes  in 
the  county  of  Lancaster.  And  they  say  that  when  the  Tildeslegh  brothers 
above  named  committed  house-burning  and  murder  at  Workesleie  the 
aforesaid  Robert  de  Holand,  in  maintenance  of  them,  paid  Margery  de 
Workesleie  ten  pounds  tor  a fine  so  that  she  should  not  sue  against  them 
in  form  of  law  and  in  order  to  conceal  the  aforesaid  felony  ; and  the  afore- 
said Robert  afterwards  knowingly  harboured  the  aforesaid  wrongdoers. 
And  that  Hugh  de  Tettlowe,  a kinsman  of  Robert  de  Holand,  killed 
William  son  of  Alcock  de  Mamcestre,  chaplain,  in  the  churchyard  of 
Mamcestre  (which  felony  is  enrolled  among  other  felonies  elsewhere), 
and  after  the  aforesaid  felony  the  same  Hugh  went  to  the  aforesaid 
Robert  de  Holond  and  obtained  a letter  of  pardon  for  the  aforesaid  death 
from  the  earl  of  Lancaster  and  another  from  that  Robert  de  Holand,  so 
that  no  one  should  intermeddle  against  the  aforesaid  Hugh  on  the  lord 
king’s  behalf,  and  thus  the  same  Hugh  remains  in  the  country  under  the 
protection  of  the  aforesaid  letters.  They  also  say  that  after  Richard  de 
Holand,  knight,  was  released  from  the  lord  king’s  marshalsea  prison,  all 
those  aforesaid  persons  who  were  previously  bound  by  oaths,  with  the 
exception  of  Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  Adam  de  Irlond,  John  his  son  and 
Robert  de  Hyndeleye,  were,  on  Saturday  in  the  first  week  of  Lent  in  the 

^ In  the  margin  below  this  heading  : hoi  sutto  (Holland  of  Sutton). 

2 After  “ Alan  ” is  a caret  mark  with  the  following  interlineation,  obviously 
added  later  : apud  Garteswod  anno  regis  nunc  xv.  prope  (?)  quindenam  ante  festum 
Natalis  Domini.  See  the  verdict  of  the  trial  jury  below. 

® MS.  per  adossamentum. 

^ MS.  qui  fuit  de  eorum  consanguinitate  et  manutenencia. 
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sixteenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [12  Feb.  1323]  at  Garteswode/ 
bound  afresh  by  mutual  oaths  to  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holand,  knight, 
that  they  would  support  all  who  were  well  disposed  towards  them  or 
destroy  those  who  were  unfriendly,  and  that  each  of  them  should  find  six 
men  and  Thurstan  de  Northlegh  twelve  men  when  they  were  required 
to  do  so  for  this  purpose  by  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Holand  ; and  in  this 
way  the  lord  king’s  peace  was  disturbed  and  completely  destroyed.  And 
that,  (in  the  present  king’s  time,^)  Richard  de  Moston  seized  two  oxen 
and  a cow  belonging  to  Roger  de  Medewal  at  Pulton  and  led  them  away 
in  contravention  of  the  king’s  peace,  Robert  de  Moston  being  his  accessory 
in  the  aforesaid  act.  And  that  Jordan  de  Tettlowe  cut  off  Robert  del 
Bothe’s  thumb  and  maimed  him  at  Mamcestre  on  St.  Leonard’s  Day  in  the 
sixteenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [6  Nov.  1322],  and  he  is  a com- 
mon evildoer.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come. 
Afterwards  came  the  aforesaid  Richard  de  Holond  of  Sutton,  Robert  de 
Huyton,  William  his  brother  and  Robert  de  Dalton,  knight.  And  each 
of  them  being  asked  (respectively^)  how  he  wishes  to  acquit  himself  of  the 
aforesaid  trespasses,  they  say  they  are  not  guilty  thereof.  And  concerning 
this  they  put  themselves  on  the  country.  And  the  jurors  say  on  their 
oath  that  about  a fortnight  before  Christmas  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  the 
present  king’s  reign  [c.  ii  December,  1321]  at  Gartwod  in  the  wapen- 
take of  Salford  ^ Richard  de  Holond  of  Sutton,  Robert  de  Huyton  and 
William  his  brother,  along  with  Thurstan  de  Northleye  Henry  de  Par 
and  the  others,  were,  with  the  support  ^ of  Robert  de  Holond,  knight, 
pledged  together  by  mutual  oaths  so  that  each  of  them  should  maintain 
the  others  (and  many  unlawful  acts  were  done  in  that  county  by  their 
confederacy^).  Therefore  they  are  committed  to  prison.  And  they  say 
that  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Dalton  is  not  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespass. 
Therefore  he  is  to  go  quit  thereof  etc. 

Afterwards  John  son  of  Adam  de  Irland,  Hugh  de  Tildesleye  (and  Robert  de 
Hindeleghi)  appear  and,  pleading  not  guilty,  put  themselves  on  the  country.  The 
jurors  declare  Hugh  guilty  and  he  is  sent  to  prison  ; John  son  of  Adam  and  Robert 
are  acquitted. 

Alan  de  Eccleston,  unable  to  deny  the  trespass,  is  committed  to  prison.  Later 
he  made  fine  as  appears  elsewhere  among  the  presentments  of  Aumundernesse  and 
Leylondshire.^ 

Robert  de  Muston  made  fine  for  205.  by  the  pledge  of  Gilbert  de  Singelton  and 
William  de  Moston.  (Margin  : xx.sS) 

Henry  de  Par  made  fine  for  20  marks.  Sureties  : Alan  de  Eccleston,  Roger 
de  Tocstath,  John  de  Entwisel,  Richard  de  Par  of  Halsale,  Adam  son  of  Ranulf 
de  Reinford,  Richard  de  Norres  and  Henry  de  Eltonheued.  (Margin  ; xx.mar.^) 

Adam  de  Irlond  made  fine  for  the  above  trespass  and  another  of  which  he  was 


1 Garswood,  near  Ashton  in  Makerfield. 

2 Rectius  West  Derby.  ^ MS.  per  ado ss amentum. 

* m.  18  (58). 
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convicted  at  the  suit  of  John  le  Noreys,  as  appears  elsewhere,  by  40s.  Sureties  : 
Thomas  de  Hale,  Oliver  de  Stanfeld.  (Margin  xl.s.^) 

Richard  son  of  Adam  de  Irland  and  the  others  could  not  be  found,  and  have 
nothing  etc.  The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  bring  them  up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

Richard  del  Dostes  came  and  made  fine  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  and  for  others 
presented  against  him  in  the  counties  of  Lancaster  and  Derby,  as  appears  in  the 
roll  of  the  presentments  of  the  jurors  of  the  wapentakes  of  Morleston  and  Litchurch, 
CO.  Derby. 

(The  jurors  present  that  on  Tuesday  next  after  the  feast  of  St.  Gregory 
in  Lent  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  the  reign  of  the  present  king  [16  March  1322] 
Oliver  de  Ingham  and  certain  other  malefactors  of  his  company  came 
to  the  towns  of  Mamcestre,  Chetham,  Prestwych,  Pilkyngton,  Radeclif, 
Totington,  Bury,  Middelton,  Harewode,  Salforde,  Wethinton,  Heton 
Norreys,  Rediche,  Pennylton,  Pennilburie,  Barton,  Stretford,  Flixton, 
Chorleton  and  Ormeston,  and  with  force  and  arms  took  from  certain  men 
living  in  friendship  with  and  in  the  peace  of  the  lord  king  horses,  mares, 
colts  and  fillies,  oxen  and  cows,  sheep,  pigs  and  goats,  to  the  value  of  two 
thousand  marks,  in  contravention  of  the  lord  king’s  peace  etc.  There- 
fore order  is  given  to  the  sheriff  to  cause  him  to  come  etc.^)  (Margin  : 
alihi  plenius 

m.  2od.  (6od.) 


CONCERNING  COMMON  MALEFACTORS 


Salford 

Presentments  :] 

Richard  son  of  Adam  de  Irlond  extorted  by  threats  8s.  from  Richard  Whithorn, 
7s.  from  William  brother  of  Richard  Whithorn,  and  los,  from  Alcock  de  Wauertre  ; 
and  also  seized  and  carried  away  half  a quarter  of  mixed  corn  ^ from  the  grange 
of  the  abbot  of  Cokersond  at  Conskou  ^ ; and  is  a common  wrongdoer. 

Henry  de  Tildeslegh,  Robert,  Adam,  Hugh,  and  John,  brothers  of  the  same 
Henry,  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh,  Adam  de  Hindelegh  and  Thomas  and  John  his  brothers, 
Adam  Bletherhose,  John  de  Hulm,  Richard  de  Irlond,  Thomas  son  of  Henry  Perte 
of  Werington,  Richard  de  Lauton,  William  son  of  William  atte  Fernileighes,  John 
Whitheued,  Robert  de  Par  and  John  his  brother,  William  le  Synger  of  Par,  Matthew 
son  of  Thomas  le  Clerk  of  Neuton,  Adam  de  Hulm,  Thomas  le  Lether,  William  le 
Taillour  of  Bretargh,  William  de  Huton  and  Alexander  his  brother,  Thomas  Hauk, 
Adam  de  Laghock,  Richard  of  the  Bank,  Thurstan  of  the  Bank,  Robert  of  the 
Bank,  (Margin  : Bank)  John  del  Holt,  William  del  Birches,  William  del  Holt,  Hugh 
son  of  Geoffrey  del  Holt,  Henry  son  of  Rowe  de  Mamcestre,  Roger  le  Barkere,  J ohn 
de  Prestwich,  Hugh  son  of  John  de  Hulton  and  Adam  his  brother,  Henry  del 
Rydyng  junior,  Henry  son  of  William  del  Rydyng,  Robert  de  Heton,  Henry  and 
David  brothers  of  the  same  Robert,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Heton,  William  Penker, 
Nicholas  Hare,  Richard  de  Tokstath,  John  de  Tokstath,  and  Adam  son  of  Thomas  son 
of  Roger  de  Diddesbury  are  common  malefactors  and  disturbers  of  the  peace  in 


1 See  m.  23  (63). 

2 MS.  bladi  mixtil\ionis']. 


Cunscough  in  Halsall  parish. 
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markets  and  fairs  and  go  about  armed  so  that  neither  slieriffs,  coroners,  nor  any  of 
the  king’s  bailiffs  dare  do  what  belongs  to  their  office. 

John  de  Prestwich,  Roger  le  Barker  and  Adam  son  of  Thomas  son  of  Roger  de 
Diddesbury  came  to  the  house  of  John  de  Pilkynton  at  Burghton  [Broughton]  in 
Salford  and  beat,  ill-treated  and  wounded  him  so  that  his  life  was  despaired  of. 

Adam  de  Radeclif,  John  and  Roger  his  brothers,  Robert  de  Heton,  Elias  de 
Leuere  and  many  others  came  with  force  and  arms  to  Werdeshale  [Ordsall]  by  the 
orders  of  Robert  de  Roland,  and  seized  and  carried  off  goods  and  chattels  found 
there  to  the  value  of  ;^8o  belonging  to  Richard  de  Hulton  while  Richard  was  at  York 
on  the  king’s  service.  ^ 

Richard  Brandok,  Thomas  de  Wolston,  William  del  Halgh,  Adam  Bletherhose, 
Robert  de  Par,  and  William  son  of  William  de  Wynstansleie  came  to  the  house  of 
Robert  de  Grelley  at  Allerton  by  night  at  the  command  of  Richard  de  Roland, 
knight,  broke  open  the  door  of  Robert’s  chamber  and  beat  his  wife  Ellen  ; and 
they  seized  and  carried  off  two  hares  to  the  house  of  Richard  de  Doustes  ; and  they 
are  common  evildoers. 

[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

Adam  de  Radeclif  made  fine  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  and  for  others  as  appears 
elsewhere. 

William  del  Ralgh  made  fine  by  lo  marks.  Sureties  : Rugh  de  Pemberton, 
Renry  de  Pemberton,  Richard  de  Knol,  Richard  de  Whalley.  (Margin  : x.mar.^) 

Thomas  son  of  Renry  Perte  of  Werington,  William  del  Rolt,  Thurstan  of  the 
Banke,  Robert  of  the  Banke  and  Thomas  Rank,  being  unable  to  deny  the  charges 
against  them,  are  sent  to  prison.  Afterwards  Thomas  son  of  Renry  made  fine  for 
I mark  by  the  pledge  of  William  de  Forde,  Gilbert  son  of  Simon,  William  son  of 
Simon,  and  Renry  Perte,  all  of  Werington.  (Margin  ; j.mar.^)  Thomas  Rank 
fined  by  i mark  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  and  also  for  unlawful  hunting  and  for 
being  a maintainer  of  Richard  de  Roland,  by  the  pledge  of  Adam  le  Bakere,  Adam 
de  Cophull,  Robert  de  Orel  and  Adam  son  of  Alice  de  Rale.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 
Thurstan  and  Robert  del  Banke  made  fine  as  appears  among  the  presentments  of 
Lyuerpol  ; ^ William  del  Rolt  as  under  the  heading  of  those  who  were  at  Rauenesdale.^ 

Rugh  de  Tyldeslegh  denies  the  above  accusation  but  is  found  guilty  and  com- 
mitted to  prison.  Later  he  makes  fine  for  this  and  other  trespasses  by  £20. 
Sureties  ; Robert  de  Ryndelegh,  William  Gilibrond  senior,  Renry  de  Byronne, 
Gilbert  de  Barton,  Renry  de  Chaydok,  John  de  Sale,  Robert  de  Wylkeshalgh,  Adam 
Gregori,  William  de  Vrmeston,  William  de  Burgh  of  Dokesburi.  (Margin  : xx.li.^) 

Renry  son  of  William  del  Rydyng  fined  for  20s.  Sureties  : Gilbert  son  of  Gilbert 
de  Scaresbrek,  Robert  de  Ruyton,  William  de  Ruyton,  John  del  Akeres.  (Margin  : 
xx.s.^) 

Rugh  son  of  Rugh  de  Tildesle  and  Robert  de  Par  are  dead. 

Richard  son  of  Adam  and  the  rest  have  not  been  found  and  are  to  be  made  to 
appear  on  the  octave  of  Rilary. 

Afterwards  Richard  son  of  Adam  fined  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses  by 
5 marks.  Sureties  : John  de  Luterington  and  Rugh  Michel  of  co.  Derby,  William 
de  Irland  of  co.  Lane.,  John  Fonn  of  Yeueleye  [Yeaveley],  John  son  of  Richard  de 
Essheburne,  and  Thomas  le  Coteler,  of  co.  Derby.  (Margin  : v.mav.^) 

Later,  a fortnight  after  Michaelmas,  19th  year  [13  Oct.  1325],  John  de  Prestwich, 


1 On  Richard  de  Rulton’s  petition  to  the  council  a commission  of  oyer  and 
terminer  was  issued  to  Edmund  de  Nevill,  Gilbert  de  Singleton  and  John  de  Lan- 
caster to  try  the  Radcliffes  and  their  accomplices  for  this  offence,  20  May  1322 
{Cal.  Pat.  R.,  1321-4,  162). 

2 See  m.  15  (55). 


2 See  m.  21  (61). 
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Alexander  de  Huyton  and  Thomas  de  Wolston  mark)  made  fine  as  appears  in  the 
rolls  of  fines  of  that  term.  (Margin  : dj.marS) 

m.  21  (61) 

CONCERNING  RANSOMS  TAKEN  AFTER  THE  DEATH  OF 
ADAM  BANASTRE 

Derb’ 

Salford 

The  jurors  present  that  after  the  death  of  Adam  Banastre  (in  the 
time  of  the  present  king^)  Robert  de  Roland  took  ten  pounds  from  William 
de  Coudre,  a hundred  shillings  from  Alan  de  Rixton  the  elder  and  twenty 
marks  from  Richard  de  Ins  by  way  of  ransom  to  the  use  of  Thomas  earl 
of  Lancaster.  And  in  like  manner  he  took  to  his  own  use  on  that  account 
a hundred  shillings  from  Henry  de  Atherton,  twenty  marks  from  Henry 
de  Hulton,  sixty-eight  oxen,  cows  and  heifers,  worth  sixty  marks,  from  the 
same  Henry,  a hundred  marks  from  Roger  de  Hulton,  a hundred  marks 
from  Richard  de  Hulton  (whom  he  imprisoned  at  Tut  bury  until  he  paid 
them),  twenty  marks  from  Richard  de  Sankhi,  twenty  pounds  from 
Adam  de  Bradeshawe,  twenty  pounds  from  Richard  de  Bradeshawe, 
twenty  pounds  from  Roger  de  Bradeshawe,  a hundred  marks  from  Roger 
de  Pilkinton  and  ten  marks  from  Richard  de  Moston  (in  the  time  of  the 
present  king).  They  also  present  that  William  de  Holand  imprisoned 
Robert  de  Bolde  and  Henry  his  brother  until  they  made  fine  with  him 
for  twenty-three  marks  and  paid  them.  And  similarly  the  same  William 
took  from  Thomas  de  Hopwod  twenty  marks,  from  Adam  de  Hulton  six 
marks,  from  Robert  del  Bothe  four  pounds,  from  David  de  Hulton  two 
hundred  marks  in  goods  and  chattels,  from  Richard  de  Workeslegh  three 
hundred  marks  in  corn,  jewelry,  and  other  goods,  and  from  William  de 
Coudre  twenty  marks.  And  Thurstan  de  Northleigh  took  ten  pounds 
from  David  de  Hulton.  And  Richard  of  the  Doustes  took  a hundred 
shillings  from  Roger  del  Hull  of  Gerstan  [Garston].  And  John  de  Holand 
took  twenty  shillings  from  Robert  son  of  Adam  de  Wyrhale  of  Huton 
[Huyton].  And  Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton  took  twenty  shillings  from 
William  de  Chestershire  and  twenty  shillings  from  John  son  of  Cecilia  le 
komstere.  (Margin  : Hoi  sut’) 

[Process,  etc.  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come  etc. 

Richard  de  Holond  of  Sutton  appears,  pleads  not  guilty  and  puts  himself  on  the 
country.  The  jurors  say  that  (with  the  support  1 of  Robert  de  Holondi)  he  took 
one  mark  from  a certain  man  of  Raby  [Roby]  on  pretext  of  a ransom  after  the 
death  of  Adam  Banastre.  He  is  committed  to  prison  and  afterwards  makes  fine 
for  this  and  other  trespasses  as  appears  in  the  presentments  of  the  wapentakes  of 
Aimundernesse  and  Leylondshire.^ 


^ MS.  per  ado ss amentum. 


See  m.  18  (58). 
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With  respect  to  Thurstan  de  Northl’  " nothing  liere  because  more  fully  elsewhere 
Richard  of  the  Doustes  cannot  be  found  and  has  nothing,  etc.  The  sheriff  is 
to  arrest  him  and  bring  him  up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  Later  he  makes  line  for 
the  above  trespass  and  all  other  trespasses  alleged  against  him  in  cos.  Lancaster 
and  Derby,  as  appears  among  the  presentments  of  co.  Derby. 

CONCERNING  THOSE  WHO  WERE  AT  BURTON  BRIDGE 

The  same  jurors  present  that  Simon  son  of  Simon  de  Holand  and 
Robert  de  Irlond  were  in  the  company  of  Thomas  earl  of  Lancaster, 
belonged  to  his  household  and  liveried  retinue,  and  were  at  Burton 
(bridge^)  armed  against  the  king  (in  the  fifteenth  year^). 

[Process,  etc.  :1 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  arrest  them. 

, Simon  son  of  Simon  comes  and  voluntarily  makes  fine  for  20  marks  by  the  pledge 
of  Adam  de  Pemberton,  Roger  de  Wynestaneslegh,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Pemberton, 
Robert  de  Hyndeleye,  William  son  of  Roger  de  Asshton,  William  de  Worthinton, 
Adam  Kenyan  junior  and  John  the  serjeant  of  Neuton.  (Margin  : xx.mar.^) 
Robert  de  Irlond  cannot  be  found,  and  he  has  nothing  etc.  The  sheriff  is 
ordered  to  have  him  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  Later,  in  IMichaelmas 
term,  1325,  John  de  Accres  and  Hugh  de  Atherton  make  fine  for  him  by  20s. 
(Margin  : xx.sS) 


CONCERNING  THOSE  WHO  WERE  AT  RAUENSDALE 

(after  the  king  had  forbidden  any  assembly  being  held 
to  the  disturbance  of  the  peace^) 

[The  jurors]  present  that  Adam  de  Laghock,  Thomas  Hauk  and 
Richard  his  brother,  Thurstan  of  the  Bank  and  Robert  his  brother, 
(Margin  : Bank)  Ranulf  son  of  Adam  de  Hale,  John  de  Barton  of  Hale, 
Roger  Bateman,  Thurstan  de  Bradelegh,  Richard  of  the  Doustes,  William 
son  of  John  of  the  Wode,  John  son  of  David  de  Hale,  Adam  de  Hulm, 
Richard  of  the  Milne,  Robert  of  the  Euese,  (Margin  : euese)  Alan  de 
Colleye,  William  de  Huton,  John  de  Holand,  William  de  Irlond,  William 
del  Birches,  Richard  del  Bank,  Gilbert  de  Heidok,  Robert  Trauers, 
Richard  de  Holand,  knight,  Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  William  del  Holte 
(and  Henry  Bunte^)  were  with  Robert  de  Holand  at  Rauensdale  after  the 
lord  king’s  prohibition  in  the  fifteenth  year.  And  that  Richard  de 
Holand  of  Sutton  sent  William  son  of  Matthew,  Robert  son  of  Lucy, 
William  son  of  Alan  de  Raynford  and  Alan  le  Ward  after  the  prohibition 
etc.  (Margin  : hoi  sut’)  And  that  Adam  de  Hyndele,  Thomas  de 
Hyndele,  John  de  Hyndele,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Richard  de  Lauton, 
Robert  de  Par,  Richard  de  Bury,  parson  of  the  church  of  Bury,^  John 
de  Hulton,  John  son  of  Henry  de  Hulton,  Hugh  son  of  John  de  Huit  on, 

1 Alias  Richard  de  Radcliffe,  who  had  exchanged  the  rectory  of  Radcliffe  for 
that  of  Bury  in  1319  [V.C.H.  Lancs.,  V,  125,  n.  24). 
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Adam  de  Radeclif,  John  de  Radeclif  and  Roger  his  brother,  Richard  son 
of  William  de  Radeclif,  Roger  de  Radeclif  the  bastard,  Adam  de  Leuer, 
Adam  de  Whytyngham,  Elias  de  Leuere,  John  son  of  John  de  Heton, 
Robert  de  Heton,  David,  Henry,  and  William,  brothers  of  the  same  Robert, 
William  Penker,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Heton,  Nicholas  de  Medwecroft, 
William  (son  of  William^)  Gilibrond,  Roger  de  Harewod,  Alexander  de 
Chaderton,  Hugh  de  Tettelowe,  Adam  de  Tettelowe  and  Jordan  his  son, 
Henry  son  of  Henry  de  Trafford,  Richard  and  Robert  brothers  of  the  same 
Henry,  Adam  son  of  Adam  de  Irlond,  Geoffrey  de  Hulm  and  John  his 
brother,  Adam  de  Hopwod,  Henry  del  Rowe,  Geoffrey  son  of  Hugh 
del  Milnegate,  Adam  de  Workeley,  Geoffrey  de  Workeley,  Robert  del 
Bothe,  Robert  de  Heynesworth  and  Elias  his  brother  were  likewise  at 
Rauensdale  with  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Holand  after  the  lord  king’s 
prohibition  etc.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come 
etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Robert  Trauers,  Richard  de  Holond  of 
Sutton,  Richard  de  Bury,  parson  of  the  church  of  Bury,  Robert  del 
Bothe,  Elias  brother  of  Robert  de  Heynesworth  and  John  de  Hulton  come 
and,  being  severally  asked  how  they  wish  to  clear  themselves  of  the  afore- 
said trespasses  imputed  to  them,  they  say  they  are  not  guilty  thereof  ; 
and  with  respect  to  the  matter  they  put  themselves  on  the  country.  And 
the  jurors  say  upon  their  oath  that  after  the  king  had  forbidden  any 
assembly  to  be  made  in  disturbance  of  the  peace  the  aforesaid  Robert 
Trauers,  Richard  de  Bury,  John  de  Hulton  (and^)  Robert  del  Bothe,  at 
the  command  of  the  said  Robert  de  Holond,  knight,  came  to  Rauenesdale 
with  their  arms  ready  to  raise  war  in  support  of  the  same  Robert  de 
Holond  against  the  lord  king  ; and  they  say  that  the  aforesaid  Richard 
de  Holond  of  Sutton,  after  the  said  prohibition  of  the  lord  king,  sent  the 
aforesaid  William  son  of  Matthew,  Robert  son  of  Lucy,  William  son  of 
Alan,  and  Alan  le  Warde,  his  men,  there  with  the  said  Robert  de  Holond, 
knight,  in  aid  of  the  same  Robert  against  the  lord  king.  Therefore  the 
aforesaid  Robert  Trauers,  Richard  de  Bury,  John  de  Hulton,^  Robert 
del  Bothe  and  Richard  de  Holond  of  Sutton  are  committed  to  prison. 
And  they  say  that  the  aforesaid  Elias  is  not  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespass 
alleged  against  him.  Therefore  he  may  go  quit  thereof  etc.  Afterwards 
there  came  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Hauk,  Thurstan  of  the  Bank,  Robert 
of  the  Bank  and  William  de  Irland.  And  when  they  are  questioned  upon 
the  foregoing  matters  as  to  how  they  desire  to  acquit  themselves  thereof, 
the  aforesaid  Thomas  Hauk,  Thurstan  of  the  Bank  and  Robert  his  brother 
cannot  deny  that  they  are  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses  imputed  to 
them  ; therefore  they  are  committed  to  prison.  And  the  aforesaid 
William  de  Irland  says  that  he  is  not  guilty  thereof,  and  concerning  this 
puts  himself  on  the  country.  And  the  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  the 
same  William  was  in  the  expedition  to  Rauensdale  at  the  command  of 

1 MS.  Pulton. 
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Robert  de  Holand  in  contravention  of  the  king’s  prohibition  and  was 
taken  prisoner  by  Walter  Waltshaf.  Therefore  he  is  committed  to  prison. 

The  following  made  line  as  indicated  : 

Robert  Trauers,  5 marks.  Sureties  : John  de  la  Forde,  John  le  Norreys,  junior, 
Richard  Daluyndeleye,  Roger  de  Holineux.  (Margin  : v.maY.^) 

Richard  the  parson  of  Bury,  10  marks.  Sureties  : John  de  Heskayth,  William 
de  Chaderton,  Roger  de  Walmeslegh,  Alexander  de  Shoresworth.  (Margin  : x.mar.^) 
John  de  Hilton,  5 marks.  Sureties:  John  de  Asshton,  William  de  Chaderton, 
John  de  Tonge,  Adam  de  Hilton.  (Margin  : v.mar.^) 

Robert  del  Bothe,  20s.  Sureties  : Gilbert  de  Barton,  Gilbert  de  Bromihurst, 
John  de  Rediford,  Simon  del  Slack.  (Margin  : xx.sS) 

Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton,  as  appears  elsewhere.^ 

Thomas  Hauk,  ^ mark.  Sureties  ; Richard  del  Shawe,  Adam  le  Baker,  Hugh 
de  Cokshittelegh,  Elias  Hauk.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Thurstan  of  the  Bank,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Asshurst,  John  de  Gosnargh, 
Jordan  Kenian,  William  de  Chernelegh.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Hugh  de  Tettelowe,  ^ mark  (Mich,  term,  19th  year). 

Richard  ^ son  of  John  othe  Wode,  as  appears  in  the  rolls  of  the  octave  of  Mar- 
tinmas, 19th  year. 

Richard  of  the  Milne  (Mich,  term,  19th  year;. 

See  the  back  of  this  [membrane]. 


m.  2id.  (bid.) 

Robert  of  the  Banke,  i mark.  Sureties  : Thomas  de  Hale,  Roger  de  Culchithe, 
Adam  Baker,^  John  del  Wode.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 

William  Dirland,  40s.  Sureties  : Robert  de  Blakeburne,  Jordan  de  Penketh, 
Adam  son  of  Wilke  son  of  Hawise,  Roger  de  Kylcheth.  (Margin  : xl.sS) 

Richard,  brother  of  Thomas  Hauk,  and  Roger  Bateman,  being  unable  to  deny  the 
charge  against  them,  are  committed  to  prison,  and  later  fined  by  i mark  each. 
Sureties  : William  Hauk,  Adam  le  Baker,  Elias  Hauk,  Geofirey  del  Brok,  Adam  de 
Coppehull,  Thomas  Hauk.  (Margin  : j.mar.^  twice) 

John  son  of  David  de  Hale  pleads  not  guilty  and  is  acquitted  by  the  jury. 
(Margin:  Q) 

Adam  de  Radeclif  and  Richard  son  of  William  de  Radeclif  “ readily  acknowledged 
that  they  were  at  Rauenesdale  in  the  confederacy  of  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Holand 
and  Richard  de  Holand  with  horses  and  arms  etc.”  After  committal  to  gaol  they 
fine  for  £20  each.  Sureties  : Elias  de  Baunford,  Thomas  de  Baunford,  Roger  de 
Aspeden,  John  his  brother,  Richard  de  Workeslee,  John  de  Heskeyth.  (Margin  : 
xx.li.^  xx.li.^) 

Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Gilbert  de  Haydok  came,  and  on  being 
asked  concerning  the  foregoing  charges  how  he  wishes  to  acquit  himself, 
the  same  Gilbert  brings  forward  a certain  writ  of  the  lord  king  under  the 

1 m.  18  (58). 

2 MS.  sic  ; ” William  ” in  the  presentment.  ^ MS.  Pistoris. 

MS.  Postea  venit  predictus  Gilhertus  de  Haydok'  et  allocutus  super  pr emissis 
qualiter  se  velit  acquietare  idem  Gilhertus  profert  quoddam  breve  domini  regis  sub 
priuato  sigillo  missum  Heruico  de  Staunton'  et  sociis  suis  iusticiariis  ad  placita  regis 
hic  in  hec  verba  : Edward  par  la  grace  de  dieu  roy  Dengleterre  seignur  Dirlaunde  et 
ducs  Daquitaine  a noz  chers  et  foiaux  Heruy  de  Staunton'  et  ses  compaignons  justices 
de  nostre  Baunk'  salutz.  Corne  de  nostre  grace  especiale  eoms  pardonez  a nostre  bien 
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privy  seal  sent  to  Hervey  de  Staunton  and  his  fellows,  justices  of  the 
king’s  pleas  here,  in  these  words  : Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  king  of 
England,  lord  of  Ireland  and  duke  of  Aquitaine,  to  our  dear  and  faithful 
Hervey  de  Staunton  and  his  companions,  justices  of  our  bench,  greeting. 
Whereas  of  our  special  grace  we  have  pardoned  our  well  beloved  Gilbert 
de  Haydok  the  trespass  which  he  committed  in  going  to  Rauenesdale  in 
the  company  of  Robert  de  Holand  against  us  and  our  prohibition  in  aid 
of  the  earl  of  Lancaster  lately  our  enemy  and  rebel,  for  which  cause  he  is 
charged  before  you,  we  command  that  you  do  not  harm,  molest  or  im- 
peach the  said  Gilbert  on  this  account.  Given  under  our  privy  seal  at 
Halt  on  the  second  day  of  November  in  the  seventeenth  year  of  our  reign. 
Therefore  the  same  Gilbert  may  go  quit  thereof  etc.“^  (Margin  : Q)  ^ 

[Fines,  continued  :] 

Robert  of  the  Euese,  40s.  Sureties  : Robert  de  Blakebourn,  Roger  de  Toxtath, 
William  son  of  Adam  de  Wolueton.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 

John  son  of  Henry  de  Hilton,  5 marks.  Sureties  : John  de  Asshton,  William  de 
Chaterton,  Richard  de  Hilton,  Adam  de  Radeclif  senior.  (Margin  : v.mar.^) 
William  del  Holt,  405.  Sureties  : Henry  de  Pemberton  senior,  Henry  de 
Pemberton  junior,  John  del  Holt,  Nicholas  de  Medwecroft.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 
John  son  of  John  de  Heton,  5 marks.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Hilton,  Jordan  de 
Workesle,  Alexander  de  Shoresworth,  Adam  de  Radeclif  senior.  (Margin  : v.mar.^) 
Nicholas  de  Medwecroft,  5 marks.  Sureties  : Thomas  de  Baunford,  Elias  de 
Baunford,  Henry  de  Parys,  Alexander  de  Shoresworth.  (Margin  : v.mav.^) 

Alexander  de  Chaderton,  405.  Sureties  ; Richard  de  Hilton,  Jordan  de  Workesle. 
(Margin  : xl.s.^) 

Adam  de  Hepwode,  40s.  Sureties  : Robert  de  Grelleye,  William  de  Chaderton. 
(Margin  : xl.s.^) 

Adam  de  Workesle,  40s,  Sureties  : Richard  de  Workesle,  Jordan  de  Workesle. 
(Margin  ; xl.s.^) 

Geohrey  de  Workesle,  40s.  Sureties  ; Richard  de  Workesle,  Jordan  de  Workesle. 
(Margin  : xl.s.^) 

William  de  Huyton,  as  appears  elsewhere. 

Robert  de  Dalton,  knight,  acquitted.  (Margin  : Q) 

Ranulf  son  of  Adam  de  Hale,  20s.  Sureties  : Thomas  de  Hale,  William  de 
Irland,  William  del  Riding,  Thurstan  del  Bank.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 


amez  Gilbert  de  Haydok'  le  trespas  qil  fist  en  alaunt  a Rauensdale  en  la  compaignie 
Robert  de  Holand'  contre  nous  et  nostre  defense  en  eide  du  conte  de  Lancastre  nadgaires 
nostre  enemy  et  rebeal  par  quele  cause  il  est  entaglez  deuant  vous,  vous  mandonis  qe  au 
dit  Gilbert  ne  facez  par  cele  encheson  mal,  moleste  ne  nul  empêchement.  Done  souz 
nostre  priue  seal  a Halton'  le  second  iour  de  Nouembre  lan  de  nostre  régné  xvij^^.  Ideo 
idem  Gilbertus  inde  quietus  etc. 

1 Gilbert  de  Haydock  “ came  to  the  king  with  Robert  de  Holand  ” after  Lan- 
caster’s repulse  at  Burton  Bridge  (see  introd.,  p.  xxxiii) , and  after  being  imprisoned 
for  a time  found  two  sureties  in  £20  each  “ for  his  good  behaviour  towards 
the  king”  on  8 July  1322  {Pari.  Writs,  II  Div.  ii,  app.  211  ; Cal.  F.R.,  I3ig-2y, 
168).  On  12  July  an  order  was  made  for  the  restitution  of  his  lands  {Cal.  Cl.  R., 
1318-23,  571).  On  the  date  of  the  writ  above  cited  he  was  appointed  a sub-keeper 
of  the  peace  for  West  Derby  hundred  {Pari.  Writs,  II,  Div.  ii,  app.  237  ; Cal.  Pat 
R.,  1321-4,  382  ; cp.  below  m.  30). 


84  SOUTH  LANXASHIRE  IN  THE  REIGN  OF  EDWARD  H 

William  son  of  Alan,  205.  Sureties  : Robert  Soncky,  Alan  de  Reynford,  Adam 
del  Barwe.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

Alan  Ward,  20s.  Sureties  : Richard  le  Norreis,  John  de  Shardele.  (Margin  : 
xx.s.^) 

Adam  son  of  Adam  de  Irland,  i mark.  Sureties  : Robert  del  Bank,  Adam  son 
of  William  de  Haie,  Richard  Hauk,  Robert  de  Orel.  (Margin  : j.tnarS) 

Alan  de  Colleye,  i mark.  Sureties  : John  de  Sherdeleye,  Richard  del  Wynyate. 
(Margin  : j.mar.^) 

Robert  de  Eynesworth,  i mark.  Sureties  : Henry  de  Bradeshawe,  Henry  de 
Notehogh,  Nicholas  de  Medwecroft,  Jordan  de  Sharpies.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 

John  de  Holond,  ;^io,  for  above  trespass  and  for  others  presented  against  him  in 
Leylondshire  and  Aumundernesse.^  Sureties:  John  de  Bredkirke,  Adam  de 
Bradeshawe,  Gilbert  de  Haydok,  Alan  de  Meules,  Richard  de  Asshherst,  Robert  de 
Blakebourne.  (Margin  : x.li.^) 

Hugh  son  of  John  de  Hilton,  20s.  Sureties  : Thomas  de  Wallerwerk,  Adam  de 
Redeford,  Adam  Gregori,  John  del  Hope.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

Elias  de  Leuere,  20s.  Sureties  : Henry  de  Bradeshawe,  Robert  son  of  Jordan 
de  Wode,  Richard  le  Wright  of  Boulton,  Elias  de  Querdon.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 
Richard  del  Bonk,  4 marks.  Sureties  : John  del  Wodde,  Robert  de  Blakeburn, 
Thomas  de  Hale,  Adam  le  Bakere.  (Margin  : 

William  son  of  Matthew,  5 marks  ; Robert  son  of  Lucy,  5 marks.  Sureties  : 
Roger  Gener,  2 Richard  de  Sandale,  Henry  de  Collay,  William  de  Aspecroft,  Richard 
le  Norreys,  Richard  le  Bolde,  Henry  de  Eltoneheued,  Henry  de  Corran,  Roger  son  of 
Matthew  de  Bolde.  (Margin  : v.mar.^  twice) 

Adam  de  Tattelowe,  £20.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Workesle,  Adam  de  Holden, 
Richard  Valentyn,  Gilbert  de  Barton,  Adam  de  Turton,  Richard  de  Redich. 
(Margin  : xx.li.^) 

Jordan  son  of  Adam  de  Tettelowe,  5 marks.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Tettelowe, 
Elias  de  Leuere,  Roger  Daspeden,  Gilbert  de  Rysle.  (Margin  : v.mar.^) 

Henry  Bunte,  ^od.  Sureties  : John  Baret,  Adam  del  Burgh.  (Margin  : xl.d.^) 
Thurstan  de  Bradelegh,  as  in  roll  of  deliveries. 

John  de  Radeclif  and  Roger  his  brother,  as  among  the  presentments  of  the 
names  delivered  to  the  justices  by  Robert  de  Aileston.® 

Adam  de  Loghok  and  the  others,  who  had  not  been  found,  are  to  be  brought 
up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

Richard  del  Doustes,  as  on  the  roll  of  the  presentments  of  the  jurors  of  Morleston 
and  Litchurch,  co.  Derby. 

m.  22  (62.) 

Derbis’ 

The  jurors  present  that  at  Wygan  on  Wednesday  next  after  the  feast 
of  the  apostles  Simon  and  Jude  in  the  ninth  year  of  the  present  king’s 
reign  [29  Oct.  1315]  Henry  de  Bykerstath,  Warin  Banastre,  William  son  of 
Henry  del  Ry[dy]ng,  William  de  Leueseie,  Adam  le  Taillour  of  Cophull, 
Roger  son  of  Hugh  de  Moudeslegh,  John  de  Denholm,  William  son  of 
Richard  de  Hole,  Richard  son  of  Hugh  de  Moudeslegh,  Henry  his  brother, 
John  son  of  Adam  de  Moudeslegh,  Richard  his  brother,  John  son  of  Hugh 
de  Moudeslegh,  John  son  of  Warin  de  Goldeburne,  Warin  de  Bretherton, 
Adam  de  Ridleyes,  Henry  Stree,  Robert  Wodecok,  William  del  Ryding, 

1 See  m.  18  (58).  2 ms.  Rogeri  Generis.  ‘ ^ See  m.  25d.  (65d.). 
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and  Thomas  Proudfot,  along  with  Adam  Banastre,  William  de  Brade- 
shawe  and  others,  took  goods  and  chattels  belonging  to  John  de  Cruce, 
to  wit,  eight  oxen,  four  cows,  corn,  and  sundry  merchandise,  to  the  value 
of  sixty  pounds,  and  led  and  carried  them  away  against  the  peace  ; and 
that  they  extorted  ten  pounds  from  the  town  of  [West]  Derby  so  that 
they  should  not  destroy  the  aforesaid  town,  and  they  took  ten  pounds 
by  extortion  from  divers  men  of  the  same  town.  And  that  Roger  son 
of  Hugh  de  Moudesle,  John,  Richard,  and  Henry,  his  brothers,  John  son  of 
Adam  de  Moudesle  and  Richard  his  brother  and  Warin  Banastre  belonged 
to  the  confederacy  of  William  de  Bradeshawe,  riding  and  going  armed 
through  the  country  to  the  terror  of  the  people.  Therefore  order  is  given 
to  the  sheriff  to  attach  them  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Henry  and 
the  others  come  ; and  when  each  of  them  severally  is  asked  how  he  desires 
to  acquit  himself  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses,  this  Henry  and  the  others 
will  not  deny  the  aforesaid  trespasses.  Therefore  etc. 

Afterwards  they  made  fine  as  follows  : 

Henry  de  Bikerstath,  40s.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Bikerstath,  Robert  de  Molineux 
of  Thornton,  Gilbert  de  Wenyngton,  Edmund  de  Riggeby.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 

Warin  Banastre,  205.  Sureties  : Robert  de  Thorp,  Thomas  de  Clayton,  William 
de  Hoghwyk,  John  de  Clayton.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

William  son  of  Henry  del  Rydyng,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Robert  de  Huyton, 
Thurstan  de  Huyton,  Robert  son  of  William  de  Huyton,  Adam  le  Bakere  of  Hale. 
Margin  ; dj.mar.^) 

William  de  Leueseye,  i mark.  Sureties  : Philip  de  Clayton,  William  de  Blake- 
bourne,  Thomas  de  Grenegore,  John  de  Barle.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 

Adam  le  Tail  lour,  2 marks.  Sureties  ; John  de  Cophull,  John  de  Derbishire, 
Richard  del  Burgh,  John  de  Worthington.  (Margin  : ij.mar.^) 

Roger  son  of  Hugh  de  Moudeslegh,  40s.  Sureties  ; Adam  de  Heskayth,  William 
de  Haselingden,  Thomas  de  Athelington,  Edmund  de  Ryggebi.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 
John  de  Denholm,  | mark.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Turton,  William  de  Ormeskyrke, 
William  del  Hough  junior,  Richard  son  of  John  son  of  Warin.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 
William  son  of  Richard  de  Hole,  405.  Sureties  : John  de  Croft,  John  son  of 
Thomas  de  Cleyton,  William  de  Haselingden,  Adam  le  Clerk  of  Longeton.  (Margin  : 
xl.s.^) 

Richard  son  of  Hugh,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : William  de  Houghwyk,  Richard 
Banastre,  Geoffrey  Banastre,  Robert  de  Rughford,  Simon  de  Scallaclogh.  (Margin  : 
dj.mar.^) 

Henry  brother  of  Richard  son  of  Hugh  de  Moudeslegh,  i mark.  Sureties  : 
Henry  de  Dukesbury,  William  de  Haselingden,  Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Earington, 
William  de  Hoghton.  (Margin  : j.mav.^) 

John  son  of  Adam  de  Mondeslegh,  i mark.  Sureties  : Richard  Banastre,  John 
de  Cleyton,  Thomas  son  of  Adam,  Adam  the  clerk  of  Langeton.  (Margin  : j.mavS) 
Richard  brother  of  the  same  John,  i mark.  Sureties  : Edmund  de  Ryggeby, 
Henry  son  of  Roger,  Robert  de  Wrightyngton,  Adam  Eynch.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 
John  son  of  Hugh  de  Mondeslegh,  i mark.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Bradeshawe  of 
Longetre,  Adam  the  clerk  of  Longeton,  Robert  son  of  Richard  son  of  Wrennowe  de 
Wrightington,  Edmund  de  Ryggeby.  (Margin  : j.mav.^) 

John  son  of  Warin  de  Goldebourne,  i mark.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Hoghwyk, 
Walter  the  miller  of  Walton,  Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Earington,  Geoffrey  Banastre, 
Henry  de  Dukesbury.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 
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Warin  de  Bretherton,  i mark.  Sureties  : W’illiam  de  Haselingden,  Adam  the 
clerk  of  Langeton,  Thomas  le  Couherde,  Robert  de  Rughford.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 
Adam  de  Rydle^^es,  i mark.  Sureties  : Adam  the  clerk  of  Langeton,  John  de 
Clayton,  John  Busshel,  Robert  Wodecok.  (Margin  ; j.mar.^) 

Henry  Stree,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Robert  de  Thorp,  Adam  de  Bradeshawe  of 
Longetre,  John  de  Burleghe,  Thomas  le  Couherde.  (Margin  ; dj.mar.^) 

Robert  Wodecok,  i mark.  Sureties  : John  son  of  Thomas  de  Farington,  Thomas 
son  of  Roger  de  Kerdel,  Roger  de  Tockele[s],  Adam  the  clerk  of  Longeton.  (Margin  : 

William  del  Rydyng,  i mark.  Sureties  : John  Nightgale,  Robert  son  of  Jordan, 
Thomas  de  Adelington,  Adam  son  of  Hulecok  de  Adelington.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 
Thomas  Proudfot,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Robert  son  of  Jordan,  Adam  de  Chernok, 
Adam  son  of  Hugh  de  Asshhon,  William  Spark  de  Chernok.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Adam  de  Halsale  of  Par  was  attached  by  the  lord  king’s  marshals  and 
brought  before  the  justices  here,  and  because  on  an  examination  of  the 
indictments  made  before  the  justices  here  as  well  as  of  those  made  before 
W.  Herle  and  G.  le  Scrope  and  also  HenryleScropeandof  other  indictments 
sent  here  it  has  not  been  found  that  the  aforesaid  Adam  is  so  indicted  etc. 
of  any  trespass  or  crime,  therefore  the  same  Adam  is  discharged  by  the 
mainprise  of  Henry  Trauers,  John  le  Norreys  junior,  Richard  de  Par  and 
Richard  de  Aluandelegh,  who  also  have  undertaken  to  have  his  body 
where  and  when  etc.  at  the  king’s  pleasure  to  stand  to  right  etc. 

m.  22d.  (62d.)  [Blank] 


ra.  23  (63.) 

Salford' 

The  jurors  present  that  (in  Lent^)  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  the  present 
king’s  reign  Oliver  de  Ingham,  Hamon  de  Massi,  Geoffrey  de  Werbreton, 
William  Boydel,  Roger  Corbet,  and  William  de  Baggelegh,  knights,  Wil- 
liam de  Moddeburlegh,  Thomas  Fiton,  Robert  Fiton,  John  Fiton  junior, 
William  le  Massi,  Hugh  de  Massi  the  parson,  Richard  his  brother,  Hamon 
and  Adam  brothers  of  the  same,  Geoffrey  de  Baggelegh,  Thomas  de  Massi 
of  Podynton,  Adam  son  of  Adam  de  Altringham,  Hamon  de  Asshlegh, 
Richard  his  brother,  Thomas  de  Wolston,  John  de  Karinton,  Thomas  his 
brother,  Thomas  de  Asshton,  Adam  his  brother,  Robert  Strungbough, 
Richard  de  Brome,  Thomas  de  Chedell,  Hugh  his  brother,  Roger  de 
Vernonn,  Henry  de  Worth,  Robert  his  brother,  Nicholas  de  Baggelegh, 
Hugh  de  Rycroft,  Richard  son  of  Hugh  de  Baggelegh,  William  and  John 
his  brothers,  John  de  Daneporte,  William  de  Wenyngton,  Robert  his 
brother,  Thomas  de  Mart  on,  Richard  Trostel  the  chaplain,  Jordan  de 
Walkeden,  Robert  his  brother,  William  de  Walkeden,  Hugh  his  brother, 
Henry  son  of  Ralph  de  Chedell,  Adam  his  brother,  Robert  le  Taillour  of 
Chedell,  Thomas  le  Criour  of  Bothe,  Roger  le  Criour,  John  his  son,  Wil- 
liam son  of  Thomas  le  Criour,  William  de  Gulden,  Richard  son  of  Badekyn 
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of  Partynton,  John  son  of  Richard  son  of  Aurus,  Robert  his  brother, 
William  del  Odefeld,  William  Persiuale,  John  de  Cotome,  Jordan  del 
Cocus,  Robert  de  Tedrinton,  Robert  le  Praers,  Peter  de  Thornton,  William 
de  Chetelton  with  his  band  of  unknown  men,i  Matthew  de  Hullegrene, 
David  his  brother,  David  de  Bust  on,  John  de  Wrenneburi,  Thomas  de 
Bannevill,  Gilbert  del  Twysse,  Adam  his  son,  John  de  Caluelegh,  Hugh 
Starky,  Hugh  de  Mereburi,  Richard  Scot,  John  de  Lassellis,  John  de 
Werbreton,  Richard  de  Werbreton,  Peter  their  brother,  John  de  Legh, 
William  de  Legh,  Thomas  their  brother,  Robert  Wyrre,  William  son  of 
Richard  le  Bolour,  Richard  de  Vrmeston  of  Aston,  Robert  le  Rotour, 
William  his  brother,  Philip  de  Bethinton,  Thomas  his  brother,  Thomas 
Daniel,  William  de  Tabbelegh,  Hugh  Boydel,  John  and  Robert  his 
brothers,  William  de  Helleby,  Richard  de  Frodesham,  Robert  le  Lewed, 
William  his  brother,  Gilbert  de  Lymne,  John  de  Stathum,  Roger  Doneuill, 
Ranulf  de  Alisachre,  Nicholas  de  Heth,  and  Richard  Brechegirdel,  of  the 
county  of  Chester  ; [and]  Richard  son  of  Robert  de  Taldeford,  Richard 
le  Tasker,  John  the  tailor  ^ of  Faireclogh,  John  de  Tenlond,  Richard  son 
of  the  baker  ^ of  Ormiskirk,  Adam  de  Huyton,  Stephen  le  Porter,  Henry 
de  Walton,  Richard  de  Lauton,  William  de  Fernilegh,  Henry  ^ de  Tyldes- 
legh,  Robert  de  Tyldeslegh,  William  Cutteby  of  Dokeburi,  William  Bride 
of  Hethchernok,  [Heath  Charnock],  Richard  de  Herthislegh,  Roger 
Bayard,  Henry  de  Moston,  William  the  miller  ^ of  Baggelegh,  Richard 
son  of  Richard  de  Sale,  Richard  son  of  Thomas  de  Sale,  John  son  of  Simon 
de  Carynton,  Robert  del  Boure,  William  de  Bradelegh,  William  son  of 
William  de  Brirton,  Richard  Streche,  Ranulf  Tue,  John  le  Tue,  John  le 
Harpour  of  Asselegh,  and  Aimondus  de  Ryle,  of  the  county  of  Lancaster, 
and  many  other  persons  unknown  on  horse  and  on  foot  came  armed  into 
that  county  and  into  the  towns  of  Mamcestre,  Chetham,  Prestwych, 
Pilkyngton,  Radeclif,  Totington,  Bury,  Middelton,  Harewode,  Salforde, 
Wethinton,  Heton  Norreys,  Rediche,  Pennilton,  Pennilbury,  Barton, 
Stretford,  Flixton,  Cherleton  [Chorlton-upon-Medlock]  and  Ormeston 
[Urmston]  and  with  force  and  arms  took  from  certain  men  ® (who  had 
never  been  adherents  of  Thomas  earl  of  Lancaster  or  of  any  of  the  lord 
king’s  enemies,  but  had  always  been  at  peace  and  in  friendship  with  the 
lord  king,  horses^),  mares,  colts  and  fillies,  oxen  and  cows,  sheep,  pigs  and 
goats,  to  the  value  of  two  thousand  marks,  against  the  lord  king’s  peace  etc. 
Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them  etc.'^  And  upon  this  the 

1 MS.  cum  societate  sua  ignota.  2 ]y[s_  cissor. 

® MS.  Pistoris. 

^ MS.  At  this  point  in  the  margin  is  the  note  hie. 

® MS.  molend' . 

® After  de  quibusdam  hominibus  a space  has  been  left  in  MS.  and  the  words 
translated  above  in  brackets  inserted  and  partly  interlined  in  another  hand. 

’ Cp.  Ass.  R.  425,  mm.  23,  23d.  The  precept  to  the  sheriff  required  him  to  pro- 
duce the  accused  persons  on  Friday  the  feast  of  St.  Martin,  10  Nov. 
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lord  king  sent  to  his  justices  here  his  writ  under  his  privy  seal  in  these 
words  : Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  king  of  England,  lord  of  Ireland 
and  duke  of  Aquitaine,  to  our  dear  and  faithful  Hervey  Destaunton  and 
his  fellows,  justices  of  our  Bench,  greeting.  Because  we  do  not  wish 
that  our  dear  and  faithful  Oliver  de  Ingham,  justice  of  Chester,  or  the 
others  whose  names  we  send  you  in  the  schedule  enclosed  in  these  letters, 
should  be  oppressed  or  molested  at  the  suit  of  anyone  for  prises  of  goods 
and  chattels  or  other  property  made  by  them  in  order  to  maintain  their 
expedition  which  they  made  by  our  command  to  aid  us  in  resisting  and 
restraining  the  malice  of  the  earl  of  Lancaster  and  our  other  enemies  and 
rebels,  we  command  that  if  any  process  on  this  matter  at  the  suit  of  any- 
one be  commenced  before  you  against  the  said  Oliver  or  any  of  the  others 
for  the  reason  above  said,  you  wholly  surcease  until  you  have  first  advised 
us  thereof.  And  know  ye  that  it  is  not  our  intention  to  debar  ourselves 
from  taking  action  if  we  have  any  against  them  for  the  theft  of  our  goods 
or  for  other  trespasses  done  to  us,  or  to  debar  suit  to  others  for  trespasses 
done  to  them  by  colour  of  the  said  expedition  and  not  in  aid  or  main- 
tenance of  the  said  expedition,  but  that  for  all  such  trespasses  they  should 
be  wholly  responsible  notwithstanding  these  our  letters.  Given  under 
our  privy  seal  at  Newcastle  under  Lyme  the  sixth  day  of  November  in 
the  seventeenth  year  of  our  reign.~i — And  the  names  contained  in  the 
aforesaid  schedule  are  these,  to  wit,  Oliver  de  Ingham,  Hamon  de  Masy, 
Geoffrey  de  Werburchton,  William  de  Baggeleye,  William  de  Moburleye, 
John  de  Danport,  John  de  Leye  and  his  brothers,  Adam  de  Prodbury, 
Robert  de  Preyers,  Robert  de  Welington  and  his  brothers,  Hamionet  de 
Asseleye,  John  de  Wrennebur’,  Robert  de  Bolkeleye  junior,  William  de 
Preyers,  Thomas  de  Chetele,  Robinettus  de  Masy  of  Tatton,  Thomas 
Danneport,  Thomas  de  Masy  de  Potyton,  William  de  Brerton  and  David 
de  Best  on.  Therefore  let  surcease  be  made  with  respect  to  that  Oliver 
and  those  others  contained  in  the  aforesaid  schedule  until  etc.  And  the 

MS.  Edward  par  la  grace  Dieu  Roi  Dengleterre  seignur  Dirlaunde  et  Dues 
Daquitaigne  a nos  chers  et  foials  Herui  Destaunton  et  ses  compaignouns  Justices  de 
nostre  Bannke  salutz.  Pur  ceo  qe  nous  ne  voloms  niie  qe  nostre  cher  et  foial  Oliuer  de 
Ingham  Justice  de  Cestr'  ne  autres  qi  nouns  nous  vous  enuoioms  en  la  cedule  enclose 
dedenz  cestes  seient  greuez  nempeschez  a nului  suite  por  prises  des  biens  et  chateux  ne 
altres  choses  par  eaux  Jaites  pur  meintenir  lour  chiuauche  quele  ils  Jirent  par  nostre 
comandement  en  aide  de  nous  a rehoter  et  restreindre  la  malice  du  counte  de  Lancastr' 
et  nos  altres  enemis  et  rebealx  vous  manndoms  qe  si  nul  proces  seit  sur  ceo  a la  suite  de 
nului  attame  deuaunt  vous  conntre  le  dit  Oliuer  ou  nul  des  altres  par  la  resonn  dessusdite 
surseetz  du  tôt  tauntque  vous  nous  en  eietz  primerment  auisez.  Et  sachez  qil  nest  pas 
nostre  entencioun  de  nous  mesmes  Jorbarrer  daccioun  si  nule  en  eioms  deuers  eux  pur 
nos  biens  enportez  ou  altre  trespatz  a nous  Jait,  ou  altri  suite  Jorbarrer  des  trespatz  a eux 
Jait  par  colour  de  la  dite  chiuauche  qe  ne  seit  en  aide  ne  en  meyntenaunce  de  mesme  la 
chiuauche,  eintz  qe  de  touz  teux  trespatz  seient  a touz  responauntz  nient  countrestauntes 
cestes  nos  lettres.  Done  souz  nostre  priue  seal  a NoeJ  chastel  sur  lyne  le  vj.  iour  de 
Nouembr'  lan  de  nostre  régné  xvij^^. 
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aforesaid  Richard  son  of  Robert  de  Taldeford  and  the  others  of  the  county 
of  Lancaster  are  to  be  arrested. 

Afterwards  the  under-mentioned  appeared  and  voluntarily  made  fine  : 

Richard  son  of  Robert  de  Taldeford,  ^ mark.  Sureties  ; Henry  de  Stotfoldes- 
hagh,  Richard  de  Burescogh,  Richard  Banastre,  Geoffrey  Banastre.  (Margin  : 
dj.mar.^) 

Richard  le  Tasker,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Simon  de  Wolmor,  Richard  son  of  Helot, 
Richard  son  of  Richard,  Paulinus  son  of  Dogge.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

John  the  tailor  ^ of  Fayrclogh,  ^od.  Sureties  ; Pawe  son  of  Roger,  Simon  de 
Taldeford,  Adam  son  of  Pawe,  Richard  son  of  Elota.  (Margin  : xl.d.^) 

The  sheriff  testifies  that  John  de  Tenlond  and  the  rest  have  not  been  found  and 
they  have  nothing  etc.  He  is  ordered  to  have  them  before  the  king  on  the  octave 
of  Hilary.  On  that  day  John  de  Tenlond  {^od.)  and  Adam  de  Huyton  {2od.)  made 
fine  at  Worcester.  Sureties  : Thomas  Malemeins  the  crier,  2 William  de  Vrmeston, 
John  de  Leygh,  Robert  Withesde  of  Lathum,  William  de  Hallyngden  of  Asshton, 
John  Ward  of  Broghton,  Richard  de  Burscogh,  Henry  de  Aldyngton,  of  co.  Lane. 
(Margin  : xl.d^  xx.d.^) 

Afterwards  Thomas  de  Banneville  made  fine  as  appears  in  the  roll  of  Trinity 
term,  i8th  year. 

m.  23d.  (63d.)  [Blank] 

m.  24  (64.) 


CONCERNING  MALEFACTORS  IN  PARKS 

[Presentments  by  the  jurors  of  the  wapentakes  of  Lounesdale  and  Aymundernesse  :] 

Robert  de  Leybourne  caught  a hind  in  Mirscogh  park.  Sat.  bef.  St.  Peter  in 
Cathedra,  i6th  year  [19  Feb.  1323]. 

Adam  son  of  Hugh  le  Parker  caught  a doe  in  the  king’s  park  of  Quernemor,  Sat. 
in  Whit  week,  i6th  year  [21  May  1323],  and  is  a common  wrongdoer  in  parks. 

Richard  de  Toxtath,  Agnan  le  Waleys,  Adam  Warde  of  Gorstan  and  John  Bouer 
le  Fleccher  took  a stag  in  Toxtath  park,  day  before  eve  of  Nativity  St.  John  Bap., 
15th  year  [22  June  1322]. 

Agnan  le  Waleys  took  a stag  in  Toxtath  park.  Wed.  aft.  Nativity  St.  John  Bap., 
1 6th  year  [29  June  1323],  and  a hind  in  the  same  park.  Sat.  bef.  St.  Peter  ad  vincula, 
1 6th  year  [31  July  1322],  and  is  a coommon  wrongdoer  in  parks. 

Presentments  by  the  jurors  of  the  wapentake  of  Westderby  :] 

William  de  Dacre,  parson  of  the  church  of  Prestecote,  Alan  de  Ecoliston, 
Alexander  de  Huyton  and  Ithel  de  Hyndelegh  took  four  does  and  two  bucks  in 
Pynbowe  park,  Thur.  bef.  Easter,  15th  year  [8  April  1322]. 

Gilbert  de  Bykerstath  and  Simon  his  brother  seized  a doe  in  Pynbowe  park,  St. 
Wilfrid’s  Day,  i6th  year  [12  Oct.  1322].  (Margin  : Bikers'^) 

John  de  Wolstanecroft  killed  a stag  in  Pynbowe  park,  morrow  of  Assumption 
B.V.M.,  17th  year  [16  Aug.  1323]  ; John  de  Gryndelay  the  parker  found  the  stag 
and  carried  it  away  to  his  own  use. 

Adam  Bletherhose  and  John  Quytheued  killed  a doe  in  Pymbowe  park,  morrow 
of  Nativity  St,  John  Bap.,  17th  ^ year  [25  June  1323] 


^ MS.  Cissor. 


2 MS.  damnator. 


3 MS.  sic  ; rede  i6th. 


90  SOUTH  LANXASHIRE  IN  THE  REIGN  OF  EDWARD  H 

Ranulf  de  Wolley  killed  a doe  in  Pymbovve  park,  morrow  of  Whitsunday,  i6th 
year  [i6  May  1323]. 

Adam  de  Hyndelegh  and  Thomas  his  brother  took  two  does  in  the  same  park, 
morrow  of  Transi.  St.  Thomas  the  Martyr,  17th  year  [8  July  1323]. 

Robert  de  Kayley,  while  parker  of  Pymbowe  park,  gave  four  does  to  Sir  Robert 
de  Holond  in  the  i6th  year.^ 

John  de  Gryndelay  the  parker  caught  and  sent  to  Robert  de  Holond  two  does 
and  a buck,  morrow  of  Assumption  B.V.M.,  17th  year  [16  Aug.  1323]. ^ 

William  de  Kekwyk  killed  a stag  in  Pynbowe  park,  morrow  of  Nativity  B.V.M., 
17th  year  [9  Sept.  1323]. 

William  de  Falyng  killed  a hind  in  the  same  park,  on  the  same  date. 

John,  parson  of  the  church  of  Acton, 2 caught  a hind  in  the  same  park,  morrow  of 
St.  Margaret  the  Virgin,  17th  year  [21  July  1323]. 

Ithel  de  Hyndelegh  was  caught  with  other  wrongdoers  in  Pynbowe  park  and 
afterwards  mainprised  by  John  de  Gryndelay  the  parker. 

Robert  le  Barbour  of  Skelmardesdale  is  a common  evildoer  in  the  same  park  and 
took  two  bucks  there  three  days  aft.  Nativity  B.V.M.,  17th  year  [ii  Sept.  1323], 

[Presentments  by  the  jurors  of  the  wapentake  of  Lonnesdale  :] 

Adam  son  of  Hugh  le  Parker  killed  and  carried  off  a doe  in  the  king’s  park  of 
Quernemor  in  Whit  week,  i6th  year  [15-21  May  1323]. 

John  Darcy,  late  sheriff  of  Lancaster  seized  two  does  in  the  same  park.  Tues.  aft. 
Palm  Sunday,  i6th  year  [22  March  1323]. 

[Process,  etc.  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them.  Afterwards  there  came  Agnan  le  Waleys 
and  Alan  de  Eccleston,  who  are  unable  to  deny  the  trespasses  alleged  against  them 
and  are  sent  to  prison.  Later  Agnan  fined  for  2 marks  by  pledge  of  Roger  deTox- 
tathe,  Robert  de  Blakebourn,  Robert  de  Penyngton  and  Adam  de  Kenyan  (Margin  ; 
ij.  mar.^)  ; and  Alan  de  Eccleston  made  fine  as  is  apparent  elsewhere  among  the 
presentments  of  trespassers  of  Aumundernesse  and  Leylondshire.® 

Robert  de  Kayley  fined  by  loos.  for  his  aforesaid  trespass  and  for  another  charged 
against  him  in  the  inquest  before  W.  Herle  and  G.  le  Scrope.  Sureties  : Robert  de 
Huyton,  Adam  de  Flatherhale,  Henry  the  reeve  ^ of  Holond  and  Richard  son  of 
Alice  de  Holand.  (Margin  : C.s.^) 

Robert  de  Leybourne  and  the  others  are  not  to  be  found  and  they  have  nothing 
by  which  they  can  be  attached  ; they  are  to  be  brought  up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

Afterwards  John  de  Grindelay  ® fines  by  ^ mark  “ because  he  is  very  poor  ”. 
Sureties  : William  de  la  Penne  of  co.  Suffolk,  Richard  Sampson  of  Stamford  of  co. 
Lincoln.  (Margin  : di.marS) 

Later,  in  Michaelmas  term,  19th  year,  Alexander  de  Huyton  fined  as  appears  in 
the  roll  of  fines  of  that  term. 


1 Cp.  the  cancelled  entries  below,  p.  91.  Sir  Robert  de  Holland  was  at  that 
time  a prisoner  of  the  king  and  Pimbo  park,  with  his  other  possessions,  vv^ere  in  the 
king’s  hand.  John  de  Grynlegh  (or  Gryndelay)  was  paid  3s.  for  his  food  and 
wages  as  “ park-keeper,  keeping  the  park  for  29  days  from  Michaelmas  to  28  Oct. 
1323  ”,  when  he  was  replaced  by  the  ” Yarward  ” ‘‘  by  the  king’s  writ  of  privy  seal  ” 
{Lancs.  Inq.,  II,  216).  Robert  de  Caylegh  (or  Kayley)  was  a former  tenant  of  Sir 
Robert  in  Dalton  [ibid.,  100). 

2 Aughton  ; John  de  Waleys  was  rector,  1319-37. 

3 m.  18  (58).  ^ MS.  le  Proiiost. 


5 MS.  Gringelay. 
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m.  24d.  (64d.) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  MALEFACTORS  IN  PARKS  Stuntou 
[Presentments  by  the  jurors  of  Preston  and  Wygan  :] 

Robert  de  Leybourne,  late  sheriff  of  Lancaster,  Roger  de  Bronouesheued,  knight, 
and  other  persons  unknown  of  their  retinue  took  a doe  in  Mirscogh  park,  Fri.  bef. 
Lent,  1 6th  year  [4  Feb.  1323]. 

The  same  Robert  and  Roger,  William  de  Clifton,  knight,  Richard  le  Harpour  del 
Lek  in  Staffordeshire  and  Gilbert  le  Hunte  du  Lee  seized  three  stags  in  Hyde  park 
near  Preston,  Shrove  Tues.,  i6th  year  [8  Feb.  1323]. 

William  de  Dacre,  rector  of  the  church  of  Prestecote,^  Alan  de  Eccleston,  Thomas 
his  brother  and  Alexander  de  Huyton  took  two  bucks  and  four  does  in  Pynghbogh 
park,  Thur.  aft.  Palm  Sunday,  15th  year  [8  May  1322]. 2 

Adam  de  Hyndelegh  and  Thomas  his  brother  took  two  does  in  Pymbogh  park, 
morrow  of  St.  Thomas  the  Martyr,  i6th  year  [30  Dec.  1322]. ^ 

John  le  Waleys,  rector  of  the  church  of  Acton  [Aughton],  and  his  servants  took 
a doe  in  the  same  park,  morrow  of  St.  John  Bap.,  i6th  year  [25  June  1323]. 

John  de  Wolstanecroft  wounded  a stag  in  the  same  park  ; it  escaped  from  him 
and  was  found  dead  by  John  de  Grindelegh  the  parker  and  Nicholas  son  of  William 
de  Holand,  who  carried  it  away  ; morrow  of  the  Assumption  B.V.M.,  17th  year  [16 
Aug.  13231.2 

Adam  Bletherhose  and  John  Quitheued  captured  a doe  in  the  same  park  of 
Pymbowe,  Whit  Monday,  i6th  year  [16  May  1323]. 

Robert  le  Barbour  of  Scolmardesdale  [Skelmersdale]  took  two  does  in  Pynbogh 
park,  about  2 Michaelmas,  i6th  year  [c.  29  Sept.  1322],  and  is  a common  evildoer. 

(Robert  de  Caylegh  took  four  does  in  the  same  park  about  All  Saints  Day,  i6th 
year  [i  Nov.  1322]  and  sent  them  to  Robert  de  Holand  at  Kenylworth. 

John  de  Gryndelay  caught  two  does  in  the  same  park,  morrow  of  the  Nativity 
B.V.M.,  17th  year  [9  Sept.  1323]  and  sent  them  to  Robert  de  Holand.^)  (Margin  : 
alibi  infra  Y 

[Process,  etc.  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them. 

Afterwards  William  de  Dacre  fined  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses  as  appears 
among  the  presentments  of  the  names  delivered  by  Master  Robert  de  Ayleston. 

Alan  de  Eccleston,  as  among  the  presentments  of  Aumondernesse  and  Leylond- 
shire. 

John  Waleys,  as  among  the  presentments  made  before  W.  Herle  and  G.  Scrope. 

Thomas  brother  of  Alan  de  Eccleston  is  dead. 

Robert  de  Leyburn  and  the  rest  have  not  been  found  etc.,  and  are  to  be  brought 
up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

A month  after  Michaelmas,  19th  year,  Roger  de  Brounoluesheued  made  fine  for 
all  the  trespasses  alleged  against  him  in  co.  Lane.,  as  appears  in  the  roll  of  fines  of 
that  term.  (Margin  : fin) 

[Presentments  by  the  jurors  of  Aumundernesse  and  Leyland  :] 

Robert  de  Leybourn  took  a hind  in  the  king’s  park  of  Mirscogh  and  a stag  in 
the  king’s  park  of  Huyde  in  Foulwode,  and  Richard  le  Harpour  of  co.  Chester,  and 
of  the  company  of  the  said  Robert,  killed  a stag  there.  Sat.  bef.  St.  Peter  in  Cathedra 
[19  Feb.  1323  ?]. 


1 MS.  Prestelate. 

2 MS.  citra. 


2 Cp.  m.  24  (64). 
^ See  m.  24  (64). 
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Edmund  de  Standish,  Ithel  de  Hindeley  and  Henry  son  of  Simon  de  Bikerstath 
were  found  in  Pimbowe  park  taking  venison. 

[Process,  etc.  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them  etc. 

Afterwards  Ithel  de  Hindeley  and  Henry  son  of  Simon  made  fine  as  among  the 
presentments  before  W.  Herle  and  G.  Scrope. 

Edmund  de  Standish  is  reported  to  be  in  the  custody  of  the  king’s  porter  by 
the  king’s  command. 

Robert  de  Leybourn  and  the  others  have  not  been  found  and  are  to  be  brought 
up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

They  also  present  that  Thomas  de  Hyndeleye,  John  the  reeve  of 
Northleie,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Henry  de  Eccleston,  Richard  de  Lauton, 
William  atte  Fernyley,  Alan  de  Roucestre  and  John  (son  of  the  smith^) 
of  Pemberton  are  common  malefactors  in  the  parks  of  Fulwode  and 
Merskou.  (And  that  after  the  king  had  prohibited  any  assembly  being 
held  in  disturbance  of  the  peace,  Thurstan  de  Northley  had  a certain 
commission  from  the  earl  of  Lancaster  and  caused  the  whole  posse  of 
footmen  of  the  wapentake  of  Leilondshire  to  be  assembled  at  Wygan, 
where  he  showed  his  aforesaid  commission  and  caused  it  to  be  read,  and 
after  that  he  led  the  footmen  who  had  come  thither  with  him  to  Rochdale^.) 
(Margin  : alibi  plenius)  ^ 

Afterwards  Richard  de  Lauton  was  arrested  for  certain  felonies  and  handed  over 
to  the  bishop  as  a convicted  clerk. 

Thomas  de  Hyndele  and  the  others,  who  have  not  been  found,  are  to  appear  on 
the  octave  of  Hilary. 

m.  25  (65) 

PRESENTMENTS  MADE  BEFORE  THE  KING  AT  WYGAN  [OF  THOSE 
WHO  WERE  of]  the  CONFEDERACY  OF  WILLIAM  DE  BRADESHAWE 
ON  THE  ONE  SIDE  AND  OF  RICHARD  DE  HOLOND  KNIGHT  ON 
THE  OTHER  SIDE,  WHOSE  NAMES  WERE  DELIVERED  BY  MASTER 
r[obert]  DE  AYLESTON  2 

[The  jurors]  present  that  William  de  Bradeshawe  (knight^)  gathered 
to  himself  a great  host  of  armed  men  on  horse  and  on  foot  and  rode 
armed  with  his  company  through  the  country,  sometimes  to  market 
towns  and  to  county  courts  and  to  fairs  and  elsewhere  in  that  county, 
against  the  king’s  peace  and  to  the  terror  of  the  people  (in  the  time  of  the 
present  king^).  And  that  William  Banastre  of  Bretherton,  Adam  le 
Taillour  (of  Cophulh),  Henry  le  Hapere  son  of  John  de  Wode,  William  de 
Pakynton,  John  Bussel,  John  le  Walkere  of  Croston,  William  son  of  Warin 
de  Goldeburne,  Henry  son  of  Warin  de  la  More,  Robert  de  Falsnape, 
(Thomas  de  Wallwork^),  Robert  de  Beselegh  and  Roger  his  brother, 


im.  igd.  (59d-)- 


2 Cp.  Ass.  R.  425,  mm.  24,  25,  26. 
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William  son  of  William  de  Rauenesche/  William  Wawayn  junior,  Nicholas 
de  Erlesgate,  John  de  Kendale,  William  de  Lee  and  Thomas  his  brother, 
Adam  de  Bykerstath  and  Gilbert  his  brother,  Simon  brother  of  the  same 
Gilbert  and  William  brother  of  the  aforesaid  Simon,  William  de  Whyting- 
ham,  Adam  and  William  his  sons,  Richard  de  Bradeshawe,  William 
de  Anderton,  Adam  de  Leuer,  William  de  Worthyngton,  Richard  de 
Worthyngton,  (Robert  de  Worthyngton^)  Robert  de  Heton  and  David 
his  brother,  Henry  and  William  brothers  of  the  same  David,  William  son 
of  John  de  Bradeshawe,  John  de  Perbourn,  William  del  Mire,  Henry  de 
Leuer,  Adam  del  Wode,  John  de  Leuer,  Henry  de  Chastel,  Roger  Vallet, 
Robert  Crakebon  and  his  brothers,  William  de  Grymesford  and  (Richard^) 
his  brother,  Robert  de  Pilkynton  and  his  brother,  Hugh  son  of  John  de 
Hulton,  William  de  Birches,  Roger  de  Comberhagh,  Roger  de  Bolton  and 
Elias  his  brother,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Heton,  Richard  de  Mouston,  Elias 
de  Hanesworth,  Adam  de  Bradeshawe  and  William  his  son,  Thomas  son 
of  John  de  Haghton,  Richard  Donnok,  John  son  of  Warin  de  Goldebourne, 
John  son  of  Adam  de  Munteslegh,  Roger  son  of  Hugh  de  Munteslegh  and 
Alan  his  brother,  John,  Henry,  Richard,  and  Adam,  brothers  of  the  same 
Alan,  Richard  de  Applynton,  servant  of  Thomas  Banastre,  knight, 
Warin  Banastre,  William  son  of  Richard  de  Hole,  Ralph  de  Frekelton, 
Thomas  de  Lee  of  Weryngton,  Robert  le  Palmere  of  Bykestagh,  Robert  le 
Barber  of  Scelmaresdale,  John  (son  of  Roger^)  Banastre,  Adam  brother 
of  William  de  Radeclif,  John  and  Roger  brothers  of  the  same  Adam, 
Richard  de  Santholm,  Robert  de  Yeland,  William  Banes  of  Gayrstangh 
[Garstang]  Hankin  le  Mazonn,  John  de  Halughton,  John  son  of  John 
Ridere,  Adam  son  of  Henry  fitz  Tunnok,  Henry  de  Balrig,  Adam  de 
Plesyngton,  John  de  Boulton,  Henry  Stre,  Robert  Boy  del  and  Hugh  his 
brother,  Hugh  Suart,  John  Vygrons,  Nicholas  Banastre,  Adam  Flechere 
living  in  Croston,  Robert  son  of  Robert  Taillour  of  Burchowe,  John  son 
of  John  Latewys,  Robert  de  Trafford,  John  del  Holt,  Roger  de  Harewode, 
Geoffrey  de  Wordlegh,  Thomas  de  Cleyton,  David  de  Hulton,  Henry  Stree, 
William  de  Bradeshawe  living  in  Chernok,  John  Busshel,  John  de  Den- 
holm, William  Broun  of  Chorlegh,  Roger  le  Coupere,  William  son  of  Robert 
de  Worthyngton,  (Roger  de  Atherton^),  Robert  Wodecok,  Richard  de 
Fulshawe,  and  William  le  Strider  were  of  the  company  of  the  aforesaid 
William  de  Bradeshawe,  knight,  riding  and  going  armed  through  the 
country,  sometimes  to  county  courts  and  sometimes  to  market  towns, 
fairs  and  elsewhere,  to  the  terror  of  the  people  and  against  the  peace  etc. 
Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them  etc. 

[Fines,  etc.  :] 

Henry  le  Harpour,  ^ mark.  Sureties  ; Thomas  de  Lugetre,  Henry  de  Fulshaghe, 
Robert  de  Thorp,  William  de  Burgh.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 


1 MS.  pauenesche  ; below,  Rauenesshawe  ; Ass.  R.  425,  m.  24,  Ranenshore. 
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Adam  son  of  William  cle  Whitingham,  405.  Sureties  : John  de  Barton,  William 
de  Whitingham,  Henry  de  Croft  junior,  John  de  Bolton.  (Margin  ; xl.s.^) 

William  son  of  Warin  de  Goldebourne,  405.  Sureties  : Robert  de  Thorp,  Richard 
son  of  Roger  Banastre,  John  Nightgale,  Geoffrey  son  of  Roger  Banastre.  (Margin  ; 
xl.sS) 

Adam  de  Bradeshawe,  William  his  son,  Nicholas  Banastre  and  William  Banastre 
of  Bretherton  are  acquitted.  (Margin  : Q four  times.) 

Richard  de  Worthington,  405.  Sureties  : Gilbert  de  Halsale,  William  de 
Worthington,  Henry  de  Worthington,  John  de  Worthington.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 
John  Banastre,  i mark.  Sureties  : John  de  Gosefordsiche,  Geoffrey  Banastre, 
William  Kay,  Henry  Gilibrond.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 

John  del  Holt,  £10  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses.  Sureties  : Robert  de 
Pynyngton,  Henry  de  Pemberton,  Richard  de  Didesburi,  Roger  de  Tokestath. 
(Margin  : x.liS) 

Nicholas  de  Erlesgate,  20s.  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses.  Sureties  : Henry 
de  Heriz,  Thomas  de  Adelington,  Thomas  his  son,  Adam  de  Mules,  William  de 
Erlesgate.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

Roger  de  Atherton,  40s.  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses.  Sureties  : Gilbert 
de  Halsale,  Henry  de  Atherton,  Adam  de  Bradeschagh,  John  de  Worthington. 
(Margin  : xl.s.^) 

Robert  le  Palmere,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : John  de  Wolfal  of  Skelmersdale,  John 
de  Eairclogh  of  Sheuyngton,  Henry  Malle  of  Bykerstathe,  Simon  de  Bykerstath. 
(Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Adam  de  Bykerstath,  20s.  Sureties  : Gilbert  de  Wenyngton,  Edmund  Ryggeby, 
“ who  also  pledged  for  his  good  behaviour  henceforth,  and  he  is  admitted  to  such  a 
fine  because  it  is  attested  by  Gilbert  de  Sengleton  and  other  trustworthy  men  that 
the  same  Adam  is  not  guilty  [non  est  in  culpa.)  etc.”  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

Robert  de  Pykyngton,  205.  Sureties  ; Robert  de  Anderton,  Adam  de  Brade- 
shawe, Adam  de  Gameleslegh,  Henry  de  Bradeshawe.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

Richard  de  Bradeshawe,  ;^io.  Sureties  : William  de  Ormeston,  Richard  de 
Wolston,  Geoffrey  de  Vrmeston,  Adam  de  Bradeshawe.  (Margin  ; x.li.^) 

John  de  Kendale,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Henry  de  Balrik,  John  le  Ryder,  John 
de  Plesington  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Henry  son  of  Warin  de  More,  ^ mark.  Sureties  ; William  de  Whitingham, 
William  son  of  Ellen  de  Halghton,  Ralph  de  Helme,  Richard  de  Sandholm.  (Margin  : 
dj.mar.^) 

William  de  Rauenesshawe,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : William  son  of  Ellen  de  Halghton, 
Roger  de  Beselegh,  Nicholas  de  Beselegh,  Henry  son  of  Warin.  (Margin  ; dj.mar.^) 
Richard  Dunnok,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Chastel,  Thomas  de  Adelynton, 
Adam  le  Walker  of  Hagh  [Haigh],  John  Plomer.  (Margin  : df.mar.^) 

John  Busshel,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Chernok,  John  de  Houkynton, 
John  de  Clayton  of  Farington,  Roger  le  Despenser  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Richard  de  Sandholm,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : John  de  Plesington,  Ralph  de  Elm, 
John  de  Kendale,  John  le  Rydere.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

William  son  of  Adam  de  Bradeshawe  fined,  Michaelmas  term,  19th  year.^ 
” Therefore  nothing  further  with  respect  to  him  etc.” 

See  the  back  [of  this  membrane]. 

m.  25d.  (65d.) 

John  de  Halghton,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Roger  de  Etheliston,  William  de  Ethelis- 
ton,  Paulinus  de  Etheliston,  Richard  de  Inès.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 


1 Stated  above  to  have  been  acquitted. 
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John  son  of  John  le  Rydere,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : John  de  Kendale,  John  le 
Rydere  senior,  Ralph  de  Helm,  Alan  le  Walker,  John  de  Plesington.  (Margin  ; 
dj.mar.^) 

Henry  de  Balrig,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Thomas  de  Boulton,  Ralph  de  Helm, 
John  le  Ryder,  John  de  Kendale.  (Margin  ; dj.mar.^) 

Adam  de  Plesington,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Roger  de  Eccliston,  Henry  de  Fetherby, 
Robert  de  Chisenale,  Ralph  de  Helme,  William  de  Tatham.  (Margin  : dj.marS) 

Robert  de  Worthington,  i mark  for  the  aforesaid  and  other  trespasses.  Sureties  : 
William  de  Worthington,  Roger  Baret,  Robert  Dorel,  William  son  of  Thomas  de 
Anderton.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 

William  de  Grimesford,  i mark.  Sureties  ; Robert  Orel  of  Anderton,  Adam 
son  of  Henry  son  of  Juliana,  William  Skinner  ^ of  Wygan,  John  del  Mosse.  (Margin  : 
j.mar.^) 

William  son  of  Ralph  son  of  Juliana,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Hugh  Gener,  Ralph  de 
Dokesbury,  William  the  clerk  of  Rydeley,  John  del  Slak,  Adam  son  of  Henry  son 
of  Gilbert.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Robert  son  of  Robert  Crakebon,  205.  Sureties  : William  son  of  Walter  de 
Wygan,  Richard  Hert  senior,  Robert  Crakebon,  William  de  Gameleslegh.  (Margin  : 
xx.s.<^) 

William  brother  of  Robert  son  of  Robert  Crakebon,  205.  Sureties  : William 
son  of  Thomas  de  Anderton,  Jordan  de  Grimesford,  John  de  Legh,  William  son  of 
Sabina.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

John  brother  of  Robert  son  of  Robert  Crakebon,  i mark.  Sureties  : John  de 
Legh,  William  de  Gameleslegh,  Richard  Hert,  Jordan  de  Grimesford.  (Margin  : 
j.niar.^) 

Thomas  son  of  John  de  Halghton,  i mark.  Sureties  : John  de  Halghton,  Hugh 
le  Mareschal  of  Wygan,  Adam  del  Castel,  Hugh  de  Birkheued,  Thomas  de  Marklan. 
(Margin  : j.mar.^) 

John  de  Radeclif,  £20  ; Roger  de  Radeclif,  £10.  Sureties  ; Henry  de  Trafford, 
knight,  John  de  Asshton,  Robert  de  Asshton,  Robert  de  Grelle,  Roger  de  Walmesle, 
Robert  de  Hyndele,  John  de  Heskayth,  Adam  de  Heskayt,  Adam  de  Leuer,  Henry 
de  Notehogh,  Robert  de  Pynynton,  Henry  de  Bradeshawe.  (Margin  : xx.li.^  x.li.^) 

With  respect  to  William  de  Bradeshawe,  Thomas  Banastre,  William  du  Lee, 
William  de  Anderton,  William  de  Worthington,  Gilbert  de  Bykerstath,  Simon  and 
William  his  brothers,  William  de  Whitingham,  William  and  Adam  his  sons,  and 
Ralph  de  Threkelton,  nothing  here  because  elsewhere  among  the  presentments  by 
the  jurors  of  Aumundernesse  and  Leylandshire.^ 

William  de  Pakynton  and  the  rest  were  not  to  be  found,  and  were  to  be  brought 
up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  Later  the  following  made  fine  : 

Thomas  de  Walwerk,  205.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Workesleye,  Richard  de 
Neuham,  Adam  de  Redeford,  John  de  Hope.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

Robert  le  Barber  of  Skelmersdale,  20s.  ; John  de  Leuere,  2od.  Sureties  ; Thomas 
Malemeyns  the  crier, ^ William  de  Vrmeston,  John  de  Legh,  Robert  Whitheued, 
William  de  Hallington  of  Asshton,  John  Warde  of  Broghton,  Richard  de  Burscogh, 
Henry  de  Adelyngton.  (Margin  : xxs.^  xx.d.^) 

William  son  of  John  de  Bradeshawe,  205.  for  the  aforesaid  and  other  trespasses. 
Sureties  ; William  de  la  Penne  of  co.  Suffolk,  Thomas  Malemeyns,  William  de 
Ecclesleie,  and  Henry  de  Aghton,  of  co.  Lane.,  and  John  de  Turueie  of  co.  Hunt. 
(Margin  ; xx.s.^) 

Robert  Boydel,  ^ mark  ; Hugh  Boidel,  ^ mark  ; as  appears  in  the  roll  of  fines, 
Michaelmas  term,  i8th  year. 

Roger  Vallet,  as  in  the  roll  of  fines.  Trinity  term,  i8th  year. 


1 MS.  Pellipavius. 


2 See  m.  17  (57). 


2 MS.  clamatoris. 
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Henry  de  Leuere,  i mark  ; Henry  del  Chastel,  ^ mark  ; as  in  the  same  roll. 
(Margin  : dj.mar.^  twice) 

William  de  Pakynton,  Robert  de  Falsnape,  William  Wawayn  junior,  Hankin  le 
Mazon  and  John  Walker  of  Croston,  as  in  roll  of  fines,  Michaelmas  term,  19th  year. 

m.  26  (66) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THE  PRESENTMENTS  OF  THE  NAMES 
DELIVERED  BY  R[0BERT]  DE  AYLESTON 
[The  jurors]  present  that  Richard  de  Holand  gathered  to  himself  a 
great  host  of  armed  men  on  horse  and  on  foot,  and  rode  armed  with  his 
company  through  the  country,  sometimes  to  market  towns  and  to  fairs 
and  elsewhere  in  that  county,  in  contravention  of  the  king’s  peace  and 
to  the  terror  of  the  people  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king^).  And  that 
Adam  de  Hyndelegh  and  Thomas  and  John  his  brothers,  Adam  Blether- 
hose,  John  Waltheu  and  Robert  his  brother,  Henry  de  Eccleston,  Robert 
de  Par  and  John  his  brother,  Richard  de  Lauton,  William  son  ^ of  William 
de  Fernilegh,  William  de  Halgh,  Henry  de  Tildeslegh,  Adam,  Robert, 
Hugh,  and  John,  brothers  of  the  same  Henry,  William  Synger  of  Par, 
Matthew  de  Neuton,  Roger  son  of  the  miller  of  Neuton,  William  son  of 
William  de  Wynstansleye,  Robert  de  Cailegh,  Richard  de  Toxtath, 
Thomas  de  Eccleston,  Thomas  Hauk,  William  de  Bretargh,  Thurstan  de 
Bank  and  Robert  his  brother,  Hundekin  son  of  Adam  de  Hale,  Hundekin 
de  Wollay,  John  Quytheued,  Hugh  de  Tildeslegh,  Ralph  de  Wollay,  Alan 
de  Eccleston,  Henry  and  John  brothers  of  the  same  Alan,  Robert  son  of 
Hugh  de  Dalton,  Henry  le  Hog,  Henry  Dagonn,  John  de  Wolstanscroft, 
Richard  Daa,  Thurstan  de  Huyton  and  Alexander  his  brother,  (William 
de  Laghoki,)  Matthew  de  Huton,  Adam  brother  of  Thurstan  de  Bank  of 
Hale,  Richard  de  Irlound,  Richard  le  Perpount,  William  Gilibrond,  Henry 
Gilibrond,  Thomas  de  Kirkeby  of  Querf,  Makin  Scot  of  Hale,  Richard  de 
Sonky,  Henry  de  Adburham,  John  de  Assheton  le  Harper,  Thomas  le 
Stonge,  Adam  de  Sengleton  and  Thomas  his  brother,  Jordan  de  Kenyan, 
Robert  son  of  Thurstan  de  Northlegh,  John  son  of  the  smith  of  Penberton, 
John  le  Warde,  Henry  le  Marier,  Richard  de  Haidok,  Richard  son  of 
' Richard  de  Terbok,  Alan  de  Walton,  Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton,  John 
de  Holand,  Robert  de  Huton,  William  de  Huton,  Adam  son  of  Alan  de 
Par,  Richard  de  Doustes,  Thomas  de  Hale  the  coroner,  Robert  de  Per- 
pount, Alan  le  Warde  of  Sutton,  John  son  of  John  the  serjeant  of  Neuton, 
Thomas  son  of  Ambrose  de  Wrightington,  Robert  Codyn  of  Hyndelegh, 
Robert  le  Lewed  and  William  his  brother,  Hugh  de  Thelewall,  Thurstan 
de  Northlegh,  Alan  de  Rouecestre,  Alan  de  Barton,  Robert  Pelle,  John 
son  of  Richard  de  Holand,  (John  de  Plesington,^)  Thurstan  de  Holand, 
parson  of  the  church  of  Preston,  Simon  son  of  Simon  de  Holand,  John  Par 

^ MS.  At  this  point  in  the  margin  is  the  note  hie. 
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and  Richard  de  Cestre  belonged  to  that  Richard  de  Holand’s  company 
and  were  bound  by  oaths  to  him  to  support  him  in  all  his  acts  against  the 
king’s  peace  and  to  the  terror  of  the  people  etc.  Therefore  order  is  sent 
to  the  sheriff  to  attach  them  etc. 

[Fines,  etc.  :] 

Adam  brother  of  Thurstan  del  Bank,  40s.  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses. 
Sureties  : William  de  Worthington,  John  del  Acres,  William  del  Hethe,  Robert  de 
Forneby.  (Margin  ; xl.s.^) 

Thomas  de  Hale,  Robert  de  Pirpount  and  John  de  Pemberton  are  found  not 
guilty.  (Margin  ; Q three  times). 

Henry  Gilibrond,  20s.  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses.  Sureties  : Robert 
de  Hyndelegh,  John  de  Pemberton,  William  de  Chaderton,  Adam  de  Pemberton. 
(Margi  : xx.s.^) 

John  le  Warde,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : John  de  Farington,  Jordan  Kenian,  Adam 
de  Par,  Henry  le  Greyue  of  Eukeston.  (Margin  : dj.marS) 

Matthew  de  Huyton,  mark.  Sureties  ; William  de  Rydyng,  Adam  Baker  ^ of 
Hale,  Gilbert  son  of  William  de  Prestecote,  Henry  de  Blakebourn.  (Margin  : 
dj.mar.^) 

John  de  Eccleston,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Alan  de  Eccleston,  Henry  de  Fetherby, 
Henry  de  Eltoneheued,  William  de  Rydyng.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

John  son  of  John  the  serjeant  of  Neweton,  ^ mark.  Sureties  ; Adam  de  Kenyan 
junior,  John  the  sergeant,  John  de  Halghton,  John  del  Childres.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 
Thurstan  de  Holand,  parson  of  the  church  of  Preston,  ^40.  Sureties  : Gilbert 
de  Sengelton,  Robert  de  Shirebourne,  Nicholas  Deuias,  Thomas  de  Hale,  Roger  de 
Etheleston,  Robert  de  Anderton,  William  de  Etheleston,  John  le  Norreys  junior. 
(Margin  : xl.li.^) 

Richard  de  Perpount,  105.  Sureties  : John  son  of  Richard  de  Holand  of  Hale, 
Robert  de  Pyrpount,  William  son  of  Robert  de  Worthington,  Robert  Baret. 
(Margin  : x.s.^) 

As  to  Richard  de  Holand  of  Sutton,  Robert  de  Huiton,  William  his  brother, 
Alan  de  Eccleston,  Richard  de  Lauton,  Richard  de  Toxtath,  Thurstan  de  Northle, 
Adam  de  Singelton,  Thomas  his  brother,  Alan  de  Barton,  Robert  de  Northle  and 
John  Lilie,  nothing  here  because  elsewhere  among  the  presentments  by  the  jurors 
of  Aumundernesse  and  Leylondshire.  ^ 

Richard  de  Holand,  knight,  and  the  others,  not  found  ; to  be  brought  up  on  the 
octave  of  Hilary.  Later  the  following  appeared  : 

William  de  Laghok,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Roger  Baret,  William  de  Dallyng, 
Ralph  de  Helm.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Adam  son  of  Alan  de  Par,  i mark,  on  oct.  Hil.,  17th  year.  Sureties  : Thomas 
Malemeyns  the  crier,^  William  de  Vrmeston,  John  de  Legh,  Robert  Whitheued  of 
Lathum,  William  Hallyngden  of  Asshton,  John  Warde  of  Broghton,  Richard  de 
Burscogh,  Henry  de  Adelyngton.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 

John  son  of  John  de  Pemberton,  55.  Sureties  : Thomas  de  Ringoftherose, 
Robert  de  Prescote.  (Margin  : v.s.^) 

Matthew  de  Neuton,  ^ mark.  Surety  : Robert  Prestcote.  (Margin  : dj.mar.) 
Makin  Scot  of  Hale,  as  in  the  roll  of  fines,  Michaelmas  term,  19th  year. 

m.  26d.  (66d.) 

The  jurors  present  that  Alan  de  Roucestre,  John  Warde,  John  Gose- 
nard,  John  de  Pemberton,  Robert  Pelle,  John  son  of  Richard  de  Holand, 
^ MS.  Pistoris.  ^ See  m.  18  (58).  ^ MS.  clamatoris. 
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William  son  of  W’illiam  Gilibrand,  John  Parr,  Richard  de  Irlaund  and 
Richard  de  Chesterschire  rode  armed  in  the  king's  chases  of  Blake- 
biirneschire  and  took  and  destroyed  vension  in  the  same  (in  the  time  of 
the  present  king*). 

[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come. 

John  de  Pemberton  comes  and  pleads  not  guilty.  He  is  acquitted. 

Robert  Pelle  readily  made  fine  for  40^^.  by  pledge  of  William  de  Farington  and 
William  de  Dallyngg.  “ And  he  is  admitted  to  such  a fine  because  it  is  testified  by 
William  de  Tatham  and  other  trustworthy  men  that  the  same  Robert  is  not  guilty 
etc.  (Margin  : xl.d.^) 

John  Gosenard  fined  for  205.  Sureties  ; Adam  de  Asshhurst,  Jordan  Kenyan, 
Henry  Gilibrond,  Robert  de  Preston.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

Alan  de  Roucestre  and  the  others  cannot  be  found.  To  appear  on  the  octave  o 
Hilary. 

m.  27  (67) 

INQUISITIONS  TAKEN  (AT  IGH[TEN]HULL*)  BEFORE  h[ENRY]  LE 
SCROPE  AND  ROBERT  DE  AYLESTON  ON  FRIDAY  NEXT  AFTER  THE 
FEAST  OF  SAINT  FAITH  THE  VIRGIN  IN  THE  SEVENTEENTH  YEAR 
OF  THE  PRESENT  KING'S  REIGN  [7  OCTOBER,  I323]  ^ AND 
AFTERWARDS,  TO  WIT,  ON  SUNDAY  NEXT  AFTER  THE  QUINZAINE 
OF  MICHAELMAS  NEXT  FOLLOWING  [16  OCTOBER]  DELIVERED 
BY  THAT  LORD  KING  AT  [UPJhOLAND  TO  HERVEY  DE  STANTON 
TO  BE  DETERMINED 

The  jurors  of  those  inquisitions  present  that  Adam  de  Clyderowe  is  a 
maintainer  of  wrongdoers  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king*).  And  that 
Adam  de  Halstede  is  a common  evildoer  and  beater  of  men  in  the  country 
(in  the  time  of  the  present  king*).  And  that  (in  the  present  king's  time*) 
William  Dautre  and  John,  Richard,  and  James,  sons  of  the  same  William 
Dautre,  along  with  other  persons  unknown,  seized  Gilbert  de  la  Leye 
near  the  park  of  Ightinghill  and  took  him  away  to  that  William's  house 
at  Olbek  where  they  kept  him  imprisoned  until  he  [William]  had  taken 
from  him  a fine  of  twenty  pounds,  which  Gilbert  paid  him.  And  that 
(in  the  time  of  the  present  king*)  Adam  de  Clyderowe  and  Gilbert  de 
Rishton,  Robert  de  Riston  and  Adam  his  brother,  who  belonged  to  the 
said  Adam  de  Clyderowe's  household,  together  with  other  bowmen  of  the 
chase  of  Hodelesden,  destroyed  the  said  chase  of  Hodelesden  with  the 
permission  of  the  foresters  of  the  bailiwick  ^ of  Hodelesden,  to  wit,  Wil- 
liam de  Grenehirst,  Robert  son  of  John  de  Boulton,  William  del  Ewode 
and  John  son  of  Adam  le  Tayllour  of  Blakeburn.  And  that  John  son 
of  Gilbert  de  la  Legh  took  four  beasts  of  the  forest  on  les  Estmores  in 
Tounleye  and  in  Cliuacres  [Cliviger]  (in  the  present  king's  time*).  And 

1 Recorded  in  Ass.  R.  425,  mm.  18-22.  ^ MS.  custodie. 
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that  Adam  de  Clyderowe  took  four  beasts  of  the  forest  in  Hyndebourn 
Shawe,  Cundeclyf  ^ and  Ketilhirst  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king^). 
And  that  John  son  of  Simon  de  Aluetham,  and  Richard  and  Thomas, 
brothers  of  the  same  John,  took  four  beasts  of  the  forest  in  Aluetham 
[Altham]  and  Clayton  (in  the  present  king’s  time^).  And  that  John  de 
Farnhull,  Thomas  his  brother,  Robert  Buck,  Elias  his  brother,  Thomas 
Grammer,  Adam  Bochekollok,  Robert  son  of  Robert  de  Farnyll,  Hugh 
son  of  Hugh  del  Gyll,  John  de  Mohande,  Peter  de  Karlton,  Thomas 
Quatersonitz,  Thomas  son  of  John  Bochekollok,  Thomas  Renell,  William 
Halyday  and  Robert  Krokebayn  plundered  the  stock  of  Penhill  and 
Trowden,  [namely,]  sixty-one  cows  worth  sixteen  shillings  each,  four 
oxen  worth  sixteen  shillirî  gs  each,  four  twinters  worth  five  shillings  each, 
sixteen  mares  worth  ten  marks  each,  two  horses  worth  twenty  marks 
each,  three  foals  worth  six  marks  each,  five  foals  worth  five  marks  each, 
seven  fillies  worth  forty  shillings  each,  three  foals  worth  thirty  shillings 
each  and  six  foals  worth  twenty  shillings  each  (in  the  time  of  the  present 
kingi).  And  they  say  that  Thomas  le  Grammere,  Nicholas  de  Mauleuerer, 
John  de  Farnhull,  Thomas  his  brother,  William  de  Raucheclif,  Constan- 
tine le  Mouhand,  Adam  his  brother,  William  de  Baildon,  Adam  his 
brother,  Robert  Bulk,  Elias  his  brother,  John  son  of  Robert  Bulk,  John 
le  Lyster,  Adam  Bochecollok,  Adam  son  of  Hudde  de  Gill,  Thomas  and 
John  brothers  of  the  same  Adam,  Godfrey  son  of  William  de  Alta  Rypa, 
Henry  le  Vauasour,  William  le  Salter,  John  Horn,  Robert  le  Tournour, 
Henry  son  of  Hobbe,  Robert  Typpette,  Robert  Crokeban,  John  his 
brother,  John  de  Halle,  William  Halyday,  Henry  de  Halle,  Adam  son  of 
Henry  Petyt,  John  Halyday,  John  le  Vauasour,  Adam  Fauel,  Robert  de 
Sourby,  Richard  de  Esee,  Robert  Fox  de  Collynge,  John  son  of  Robert  de 
Farnhull,  Robert  deil  (sic)  Herdwyk,  Robert  de  Gill,  Peter  de  Carleton, 
William  son  of  Donne  the  provost  ^ of  Skipton  castle,  Thomas  Cheston, 
and  others  whose  names  they  know  not,  were  likewise  robbers  of  the 
aforesaid  stock  and  of  a cask  of  wine,  worth  five  marks,  and  of  other 
goods  of  the  same  stock  to  the  total  amount  of  two  hundred  and  thirty- 
six  pounds  six  shillings  (in  the  time  of  the  present  kingi).^  And  they  also 
present  that  on  Thursday  after  Low  Sunday  in  the  sixteenth  year  of  the 

1 Cunliffe  in  Rishton. 

2 MS.  prepositus.  In  Ass.  R.  425,  m.  18,  Nicholas  de  Mauleverer  is  described  as 
“ then  constable  of  Skipton  castle  ”. 

^ Cp.  Ass.  R.  425,  mm.  i4d.,  18,  igd.,  2od.,  21.  A number  of  the  persons  named 
in  this  and  the  preceding  presentment  had  previously  been  indicted  by  inquisition 
“ taken  in  the  king’s  presence  at  Skipton  in  Craven  ”,  and  being  thereafter  convicted 
by  a jury  on  which  they  put  themselves  before  Robert  de  Baldock  the  chancellor, 
they  were  ordered  under  distraint  to  appear  before  the  treasurer  and  barons  of  the 
exchequer  to  answer  for  the  beasts  and  goods  stolen  ; but  on  9 Oct.  this  order  was 
superseded  {Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1323-y,  27),  probably  because  it  had  been  decided  to  deal 
with  the  offenders  in  the  King’s  Bench  at  Wigan.  See  m.  30  (70). 
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present  king’s  reign  [7  April  1323]  Adam  de  Clyderowe,  Gilbert  de  Rysh- 
ton,  Robert  de  Ryshton,  Adam  his  brother,  Richard  son  of  Richard  deil 
Tyndeheued  and  Robert  son  of  Ralph  de  Stepeham  [came]  to  the  house 
of  John  de  Mitton  at  Oueteleye  [Wheatley]  and,  having  there  seized 
John  son  of  (the  same^)  John,  they  took  him  away  to  Salisbyry  [Salesbury] 
and  kept  him  there  for  eight  days  against  the  peace  etc.  ; and  that  the 
same  Adam  de  Clyderowe  is  a maintainer  of  sundry  evildoers,  such  as 
Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Clyderowe,  Roger  de  Clonne  and  others.  ^ And 
they  likewise  present  that  Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Clyderowe  and  Roger 
de  Cnolle  thrashed  and  illtreated  Adam  deil  Clogh  against  the  king’s 
peace  on  Clyderowe  moor  on  Saturday  next  after  the  feast  of  the  Exalta- 
tion of  the  Holy  Cross  in  the  seventeenth  year  of  the  present  king’s 
reign.  [17  Sept.  1323] ^ And  also  that  on  Friday  after  the  feast  of  the 
Nativity  of  St.  John  the  Baptist  in  the  sixteenth  year  of  the  present  king’s 
reign  [i  July  1323]  Richard  le  fiz  Inet  made  an  assault  upon  Adam  de 
Grymeshawe  at  Thwyselton  [Twistleton],  beating,  wounding  and  maiming 
him,  and  detained  him  there  until  he  had  made  fine  with  him  for  a hundred 
shillings  etc.^  And  that  Roger  servant  of  John  de  Qwhalleye  killed  a 
doe  in  Apeden  [Hapton  P]^  And  that  Adam  de  Martyn  Thoftes  de 
Crauene,  John  Modycan  of  Thwyseleton,  Adam  de  Haldeleyes,  William 
Rose  and  Nicholas  le  Heyward  hunted  in  Penhyll.  And  that  Ithel  de 
Hyndeley,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Roger  lord  of  Lytelboulton,  Adam  Clere 
of  Bury,  Gilbert  servant  of  the  same  Adam,  Geoffrey  de  Klog,  Robert 
le  Lytster  of  Rachedale  and  Adam  Kuck  hunted  in  the  park  of  Musbyry 
and  are  common  evildoers.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them 
to  come  etc. 

Afterwards  there  came  the  aforesaid  Adam  de  Cliderhou,  Robert  son 
of  John  de  Boulton,  John  son  of  Simon  de  Aluetham  and  Richard  and 
Thomas  his  brothers.  And  asked  concerning  the  foregoing  charges  how 
they  want  to  clear  themselves  thereof,  they  say  that  they  are  not  guilty 
thereof,  and  place  themselves  on  the  country  with  respect  to  the  matter. 
And  the  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Adam  de  Cliderhou, 
Robert,  John,  Richard  and  Thomas  are  in  no  wise  guilty  of  the  aforesaid 
trespasses  imputed  to  them.  So  they  are  to  go  quit  thereof  etc.  (Margin  : 
Q four  times)  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Gilbert  de  Ryston  came  and 
made  fine  etc.  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  by  forty  pence  by  the  pledge  of 
Gilbert  de  Singleton  and  John  de  Lancastre,  who  also  went  bail  for  him 
that  he  would  from  that  time  onwards  be  of  good  behaviour  both  towards 
the  king  and  towards  all  others  whomsoever  etc.  under  pain  of  forfeiting 
to  the  king  all  that  they  can  forfeit.  (Margin  : xl.d.^) 

Afterwards  came  the  aforesaid  John  son  of  Gilbert  de  la  Legh  and  he 
readily  admits  that  he  took  the  aforesaid  four  beasts  of  the  forest  on  les 

1 Cp.  m.  29  (69). 

2 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined. 
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Estmores  in  Tounleye  and  Cliuacres  (as  is  presented  above^)  ; because  he 
says  that  he  is  lord  of  the  third  part  of  the  town  of  Tounleye  (as  in  right 
of  his  wife  Cecily^),  and  he  says  that  she  and  her  ancestors  and  all  the 
tenants  of  the  lands  and  tenements  which  the  same  John  son  of  Gilbert 
(and  Cecilyi)  ^qw  hold  in  the  aforesaid  town  have  hunted  in  the  king’s 
free  chase  aforesaid  on  les  Estmores  in  Tounleye  and  Cliuacres,  and  have 
taken  deer  and  other  beasts  of  the  forest  as  appurtenant  to  their  free 
tenement  in  the  aforesaid  town  from  the  time  whereof  memory  does  not 
exist  etc,,  and  of  this  right  of  chase  the  same  John  son  of  Gilbert  (and 
Cecilyi)  and  the  ancestors  of  that  (Cecily^)  and  also  the  tenants  of  the 
lands  and  tenements  aforesaid  have  always  till  now  been  seised  as  appur- 
tenant etc.  ; and  for  this  reason  he  avows  the  taking  of  the  four  beasts 
aforesaid  in  the  (king’s^)  aforesaid  chase  etc.  Day  is  given  him  before 
the  king  on  the  octave  of  Martinmas  [18  Nov.]  wherever  etc.  And 
thereupon  Adam  Noel,  Philip  de  Clayton,  Gilbert  de  Risshton  and  Wil- 
liam de  Halsted  undertook  to  have  the  aforesaid  John  son  of  Gilbert  in 
person  before  the  king  at  the  aforesaid  term  wherever  etc.  to  do  and 
receive  what  the  court  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  John  son  of  Gilbert 
came  on  that  day,  and  day  is  given  him  before  the  king  a fortnight  after 
Hilary  [27  Jan.]  wherever  etc.,  and  in  the  meantime  he  is  to  sue  to 
the  king  etc.  And  upon  this  William  de  Eklesley  and  Philip  de  Clayton 
of  the  county  of  Lancaster  undertook  to  have  the  body  of  the  aforesaid 
John  before  the  king  at  the  aforesaid  term  and  so  from  day  to  day  and 
from  term  to  term  until  etc.  And  on  this  day  the  aforesaid  John  comes 
to  Hereford  and  because  he  has  not  yet  spoken  with  the  king  day  is  given 
him  before  the  king  a fortnight  after  Easter  wherever  etc.,  and  in  the 
meantime  there  is  to  be  a discussion  with  the  king  etc.  And  on  this  day 
the  aforesaid  John  comes  to  Westminster,  and  because  he  has  not  yet 
spoken  with  the  king  a day  is  appointed  for  him  before  the  king  a fortnight 
after  Trinity  wherever  etc.,  and  in  the  meantime  there  is  to  be  a dis- 
cussion with  the  king  etc.  And  the  aforesaid  John  puts  in  his  place 
Robert  de  Clifton  or  Oliver  de  Sansfeld. 

Richard  son  of  Richard  del  ,Tyndheued  fined  mark)  on  the  morrow  of  Martin- 
mas (Margin  : dj.marS),  and  Robert  de  Rishton,  Adam  his  brother  and  Robert 
son  of  Ralph  de  Stopham  fined  on  the  quinzaine  of  Martinmas,  19th  year,  as  appears 
in  the  roll  of  fines  of  Michaelmas  term  of  that  year. 

Adam  fiz  Hudde  de  Gille  and  Adam  son  of  Henry  Petyt  made  fine,  Hilary  term, 
19th  year. 

Adam  de  Halstede  and  the  others,  not  having  been  arrested,  are  to  be  brought 
up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  On  that  day  Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Cliderhou  made 
fine  by  2 marks  for  the  aforesaid  and  other  trespasses  by  the  pledge  of  Thomas 
Malemeyns  the  crier,  William  de  Vrmeston,  John  de  Legh,  Robert  Whitheued, 
William  de  Alyngden  of  Asshton,  John  Warde  of  Broghton,  Richard  de  Burscogh 
and  Henry  de  Adelyngton.  (Margin  ; ij.mar.^) 

Afterwards,  a month  after  Easter,  17th  year,  Roger  de  Knol  fined  by  205.,  as 
is  apparent  in  the  roll  of  fines  of  that  term.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 
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m.  2yd.  (67d.)  [Blank] 

m.  28  (68) 

CONCERNING  THOSE  WHO  WERE  INDICTED  BY  THE  INQUISITIONS 
WHICH  WERE  MADE  BEFORE  w[ILLIAM]  DE  HERLE  AND  GEOFFREY 
LE  SCROPE,  JUSTICES,  IN  THE  COUNTY  OF  LANCASTER  ^ AND 
WERE  SENT  HERE  BY  THE  LORD  KING  BY  THE  HAND  OF  THE 
SAID  G.  LE  SCROPE  TO  BE  DETERMINED  ETC. 

Concerning  malefactors  in  parks 

[Presentments  by  the  jurors  of  divers  wapentakes  ;] 

William  de  Stoubriggelegh,  John  de  Derlegh,  Richard  son  of  Richard  de  Tokstath 
and  other  persons  unknown  entered  the  king’s  park  of  Tokstath,  caught  seven  does 
and  carried  them  away  to  Walton. 

Adam  Wade  took  six  bucks  and  does  in  the  same  park  and  is  a habitual  wrong- 
doer and  harbourer  of  wrongdoers.  ' 

Thomas  de  Mosegraue  entered  the  aforesaid  park  with  the  greyhounds  of  John 
the  parson  of  the  church  of  Aghton,  caught  a doe  and  carried  it  to  the  said  parson’s 
house. 

Richard  2 parson  of  the  church  of  Sefton,  William  Blundel  and  Thomas  de 
Stoubriggelegh  took  a buck  at  Aykeberewe  [Aigburth  ?]  on  Michaelmas  eve,  i6th 
year. 

Robert  le  Warde  and  William  the  groom  of  William  de  Caluerhale  killed  a 
buck  in  the  king’s  park  of  Hale.  William  was  immediately  arrested  and  taken  to 
Lyuerpol  but  Robert  escaped  with  the  horse  which  he  had  taken  to  carry  off  the 
buck. 

Richard  son  of  Richard  de  Tokstath,  Alan  son  of  John  de  Clagton  and  William 
son  of  Elcok  took  venison  in  Tokstath  park  and  carried  it  away. 

Alan  de  Clayton  and  the  said  William  Elcok,  Alexander  de  Huyton,  Henry  and 
John  brothers  of  Alan  de  Eckleston,  Richard  de  Tokstath,  William  de  Farnylegh 
and  Richard  de  Lauton  took  the  lord  king’s  venison  in  the  park  of  Holond 
[Upholland]. 

William  le  Taillour  of  Bretarewe  [Brettargh]  is  a habitual  wrongdoer  in  Tokstath 
park. 

William  brother  of  Gilbert  de  Bykerstath,  Thomas  son  of  John  de  Haulgton, 
Henry  the  groom  of  Thomas  Banastre,  and  Richard  Broun  de  Wyco,  servant  of  the 
same  Thomas,  entered  Holond  park  and  caught  and  carried  off  venison. 

William  de  Lee  and  Thomas  his  brother,  William  Prymerose,  John  son  of  Warin 
de  Goldebourn  and  John  le  Walkere  of  Croston  entered  the  king’s  park  of  Holond 
and  took  and  carried  away  three  beasts. 

The  aforesaid  William,  Thomas,  William,  John,  and  John,  and  a certain  Adam  le 
Ferour  of  Croston,  entered  the  king’s  park  of  Heleye  [Healey]  and  struck  down  two 
wild  cattle,^  one  of  which  they  carried  off  and  the  other  they  left  wounded. 

Edmund  de  Standi sh,  Ithel  de  Hyndele,  Henry  son  of  Simon  de  Bykerstath, 
John  the  parson  of  the  church  of  Aghton  ^ and  Thomas  de  Mosegraue  entered  the 
king’s  park  of  Holond  and  took  venison. 

The  same  Ithel  de  Hyndele  and  Adam  Bletherhose  are  habitual  wrongdoers 
in  that  and  other  parks  of  the  lord  king. 

1 Ass.  R.  425,  mm.  7-17. 

2 Richard  de  Molyneux,  rector  of  Sefton,  c.  1310  to  c.  1339. 

3 MS.  vaccas  siluestres.  ^ John  le  Waleys,  rector  of  Aughton. 
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Robert  de  Cayle  (Margin  : caiil)  and  Adam  de  Langehok  took  a buck  in  Holond 
park. 

Adam  de  Radeclyf,  J ohn  his  brother,  and  Roger  brother  of  Richard  the  parson 
of  the  church  of  Byry  often  entered  the  king’s  park  of  Mossebyry  [Musbury]  and 
other  free  chases  of  the  lord  king  in  Blakebourneshire  and  took  and  carried  away 
venison. 

Adam  son  of  William  de  Blakebourne  is  a common  evildoer  in  the  chase  of 
Blakebourneshire. 

John  de  Cay  ton,  John  Threuefal,  Lawrence  de  Caton,  Roger  de  Knol,  John  son 
of  John  de  Knol,  William  son  of  William  de  Whytyngham  (and  William  son  of 
Paulinus  de  Etheleston^)  took  six  hinds  in  the  chases  of  Foulwod,  Merskough, 
Wirsdale  and  Bleysdale  and  are  habitual  wrongdoers  there. 

Robert  de  Heton,  David  his  brother  and  Roger  de  Haywod  entered  Mossebyry 
park  and  the  king’s  other  chases  of  Blakebourneshire  and  seized  and  carried  off 
venison. 

John  le  Huntere,  the  parker  of  Myrscogh,  William  son  of  Roger  de  Etheliston, 
Roger  his  brother,  Richard  de  Quallay  and  Adam  de  Forneby  took  about  ten 
beasts  in  the  king’s  parks  of  Foulwod,  Mirscogh  and  Bleysdale  and  are  habitual 
wrongdoers  there. 

Adam  (le  Prestessone^)  of  Bury,  Geoffrey  son  of  Adam  de  Clegh,  Robert  son  of 
Robert  Hayward,  Adam  Cot,  John  son  of  Michael  del  Shaw,  John  de  Stublay,  Adam 
de  Kyrkeshaw,  William  Preste,  Roger  de  Bolton  (Margin  : Bolton)  Adam  de 
Berdishull,  Henry  son  of  Thomas  de  Stok,  Robert  his  brother,  William  son  of  John 
de  Wolfenden,  Geoffrey  de  Whyteworth,  Henry  son  of  William  de  Schorok,  William 
de  Hewod,  Henry  his  brother,  William  son  of  Henry  de  Plesington,  John  son  of 
Adam  de  Howord,  John  son  of  John  de  Wynkedeley,  Richard  de  Tourton,  John 
son  of  Adam  le  Taillour,  Henry  his  brother,  John  del  Lawe  the  chaplain,  Robert 
son  of  William  the  carpenter  and  Robert  de  Hoghton  of  Clayton  are  common  wrong- 
doers as  to  venison  in  the  lord  king’s  chase  of  Blakebourneshire. 

John  del  Lawe  the  chaplain,  Robert  son  of  Hawise  de  Cattelowe,  Richard  son  of 
Adam  son  of  Hugh  de  Aluetham,  John  his  brother,  Henry  son  of  William  de  Shorok, 
William  his  brother  and  Roger  son  of  John  son  of  Adam  de  Qwalley  are  habitual 
wrongdoers  in  Ightenhull  park  and  destroy  the  lord  king’s  venison. 

John  son  of  Adam  de  Clogh  is  a common  wrongdoer  in  the  king’s  free  chase  of 
Blakebourneshire . 

[Process  and  Pleadings  :] 

The  sheriff  is  ordered  to  attach  them  etc. 

Henry  son  of  Simon  de  Bykerstath  admits  taking  a young  deer  in  Holand  park. 
He  is  committed  to  prison,  afterwards  making  fine  by  40s.  Sureties  : Adam  de 
Bykerstath,  Simon  de  Bykerstath,  Henry  de  Lytherlond,  William  de  Standissh, 
Richard  del  Wodefall,  Hugh  de  Coudrey.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 

Thomas  brother  of  William  de  Lee,  William  Primerose,  John  son  of  Warin  de 
Goldebourn,  John  Threlefal,  William  son  of  William  de  Whityngham,  William  son 
of  Paulinus  de  Etheleston,  John  le  Huntere  the  parker  of  Mirescogh,  William  son  of 
Roger  de  Eccliston  and  Roger  his  brother,  Richard  de  Quallaye,  William  del  Ewode 
and  Henry  his  brother,  William  son  of  Henry  de  Plesington,  John  son  of  Adam  le 
Taillour  and  Henry  his  brother  (and  Adam  de  Forneby^)  are  acquitted.  (Margin  : 
^16  times) 

William  de  Stoubriggeley  and  Robert  Ward  made  fine  as  appears  elsewhere. 

Adam  le  Prestessone  of  Bury  made  fine  for  the  aforesaid  trespass  and  for  others 
presented  against  him  before  H.  le  Scrope  by  405.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Radeclif, 
Nicholas  de  Medwecroft,  Robert  son  of  Robert  le  Hayward,  John  del  Marhalgh, 
(Margin  : xl.s.^) 
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John  parson  of  the  church  of  Aghton  fined  for  the  above  trespass  and  others 
in  Pymbowe  park  by  ;^io.  Sureties  ; John  de  Kyrkeby,  knight,  Alan  le  Norreys, 
Henry  de  Pemberton  and  Simon  de  Bykerstath.  (Margin  : 

Roger  de  Bolton,  lo  marks  for  the  above  and  several  other  trespasses.  Sureties  : 
Henry  de  Bradeshawe,  John  de  Rediford,  Robert  del  Wode,  Jordan  de  Sharpies, 
John  de  Sharpies,  Elias  de  Whernedon.  (Margin  : x.mar.^) 

Geoffrey  son  of  Adam  de  Cleg  pleads  not  guilty.  The  Jury  say  that  he  took  a 
hind  in  the  king’s  chase  of  Rossindale.  He  is  sent  to  prison  and  later  fines  by  5 marks. 
Sureties  : Elias  de  Bannford,  Adam  son  of  Nicholas  de  Cleg,  Thomas  de  Banford, 
Adam  de  Kyrke[s]hagh,  John  de  Stubleye,  Nicholas  de  Meduecroft. 

Robert  son  of  Robert  le  Heyward,  John  de  Stublay,  Adam  de  Kyrkeshawe, 
Adam  de  Berdeshull,  Robert  brother  of  Henry  son  of  Thomas  de  Stok,  John  son 
of  John  de  Wynkedeleye,  Henry  son  of  William  de  Shorok,  Adam  son  of  William  de 
Blakeburn  and  John  son  of  Adam  del  Clogh  are  acquitted.  (Margin  : Q 8 times) 
See  the  back  of  this  roll  for  the  same. 


m.  28d.  (68d.) 

Ithel  de  Hyndele  fines  by  5 marks  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses.  Sureties  : 
Richard  de  Workeslegh,  Henry  de  Gilibrond,  Adam  de  Rouynton,  Adam  del  Bergh, 
Richard  de  Heydok,  John  le  Gadder.  (Margin  : v.mar.^) 

Henry  son  of  Thomas  del  Stok,  fine  i mark.  Sureties  : Roger  de  Aspeden, 
John  his  brother,  Adam  de  Gros  of  Derwent  [Darwen],  Robert  de  Dereweut. 
(Margin  : j.mar.^) 

William  son  of  John  de  Wolfinden,  fine  i mark.  Sureties  : Roger  de  Aspeden, 
John  his  brother,  William  de  Ormeskyrke,  Adam  del  Mosse  of  Derewent  [Darwen]. 
(Margin  : j.mar.^) 

Richard  de  Tourton,  fine  ^ m.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Tourton,  William  de 
Ormeskyrke,  Adam  de  Cruce  of  Derewent,  Thomas  son  of  Vghtred.  (Margin  : 
dj.marS) 

The  rest  have  not  been  found  and  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  arrest  them  for 
appearance  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

On  I Nov.  Edmund  de  Standissh  is  brought  before  the  justices  at  Derby  by 
James  de  Puttenham,  the  king’s  porter,  and  delivered  to  the  marshal.  Later  he 
fines  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses  by  5 marks.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Whithen- 
hull,  William  de  Ormeston,  Richard  de  Slyne,  Henry  de  Eccleston.  (Margin  : 
v.marS) 

On  the  quinzaine  of  St.  John  Bap.,  19th  year  [8  July,  1325],  Thomas  son  of 
John  de  Halughton  fines  by  i mark  as  appears  in  the  roll  of  fines  of  Trinity  term, 
1 8th  year.  (Margin  : j.mav.^) 

On  quinzaine  of  Martinmas,  19th  year  [25  Nov.  1325],  Adam  Wade  fines  by  i mark 
for  all  trespasses  presented  against  him  in  Lancashire,  as  is  apparent  by  the  roll  of 
Michaelmas  term,  19th  year.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 


m.  29  (69) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THE  PRESENTMENTS  [MADE  BEFORE] 

W.  DE  HERLE  [aND]  G.  LE  SCROPE 

Salfordes' 

As  to  wrongdoers  in  parks,  [the  jurors]  present  that  (in  the  present 
king’s  time^)  Adam  de  Cliderhou  and  Adam  de  Clogh  hunted  in  the  lord 
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king’s  chase  of  Blakebourneshire  and  took  twelve  stags  and  hinds 
belonging  to  the  lord  king. 

They  also  present  that  on  Thursday  next  after  Low  Sunday  in  the 
sixteenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  [7  April  1323]  the  aforesaid 
Adam  de  Cliderhou  made  an  assault  upon  John  de  Mitton  at  Whetelay 
and  thrashed,  wounded  and  illtreated  him,  and  he  took  the  wife  of  that 
John  with  him  to  Salesbury  and  kept  her  there  for  eight  days  against  that 
John’s  will  ; and  that  he  is  a habitual  harbourer  and  maintainer  of  wrong- 
doers, to  wit,  of  Henry  son  of  Roger  de  Cliderhou,  Roger  de  Knolle  and 
others.^ 

Therefore  order  is  sent  to  the  sheriff  to  cause  them  to  come  etc. 
Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Adam  and  Adam  came  ; and  being  asked  how 
they  wished  to  clear  themselves  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses  they  say  that  , 
they  are  not  guilty  thereof  and  put  themselves  on  the  country  concerning 
the  matter.  And  the  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Adam 
and  Adam  are  not  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses  alleged  against  them. 
Therefore  let  them  go  quit  thereof. 

Derbishire 

[Presentments  and  Process  :] 

Adam  de  Plumbelegh  of  co.  Chester  took  a buck  in  the  king’s  park  of  Hale.  He 
is  attached  and  admits  the- trespass.  He  is  sent  to  prison  and  is  afterwards  admitted 
to  a fine  of  401^.  “ on  account  of  his  poverty  ” by  the  pledge  of  John  de  Lancastre. 
(Margin  : xl.d.^) 

Robert  son  of  Thurstan  de  Northley,  Jordan  de  Kenyan,  Adam  son  of  John  de 
Singelton  and  Thomas  his  brother  are  habitual  wrongdoers  in  Pynbowe  park  and 
took  of  the  lord  king’s  venison  there.  Gilbert  de  Bikerstaf  and  Simon  his  brother 
entered  the  lord  king’s  park  of  Holand,  taking  and  carrying  away  venison.  Gilbert 
de  Ruston  is  a common  malefactor  in  the  lord  king’s  chase  of  Blakburneshire.  They 
appear  and  all  plead  not  guilty.  The  jury  acquit  Robert  de  Northley,  Jordan  de 
Kenyan,  Adam  de  Singelton,  Thomas  his  brother  and  Gilbert  de  Ruston.  Gilbert 
and  Simon  de  Bikerstaf,  being  found  guilty,  are  committed  to  prison.  Afterwards 
they  make  fine  as  appears  elsewhere. 

John  le  Norreys  the  younger,  one  of  the  jurors  of  the  jury  aforesaid 
taken  between  the  lord  king  and  the  aforesaid  Gilbert  de  Bykerstaf  and 
Simon,  complains,  both  on  behalf  of  the  lord  king  and  on  behalf  of 
himself  and  his  fellow  jurors  of  the  aforesaid  jury,  against  Adam  de 
Bykerstaf  that,  when  the  same  jurors  gave  their  verdict  aforesaid  against 
that  Gilbert  and  that  Simon  for  the  lord  king,  the  same  Adam  immedi- 
ately 2 and  in  the  presence  of  the  justices  here  made  the  imputation 
against  the  aforesaid  jurors  that  they  had  declared  their  verdict  falsely 
and  untruthfully  in  contempt  of  the  lord  king’s  court  and  in  slander  of 
those  jurors  etc.  And  thereupon  the  same  Adam,  being  present  in  court 
and  asked  how  he  wants  to  acquit  himself,  says  that  he  is  not  guilty 
thereof,  and  concerning  this  he  puts  himself  upon  the  country.  And  the 
^ Cp.  m.  27  (67).  2 cecenter,  a slip  for  recenter. 
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jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Adam  is  guilty  of  the  contempt 
and  trespass  aforesaid.  Therefore  he  is  committed  to  prison  etc.  After- 
wards the  aforesaid  Adam  made  fine  with  the  lord  king  for  the  aforesaid 
trespass  for  forty  shillings  by  the  pledge  of  Richard  de  Ins,  Henry  de 
Atherton,  Henry  de  Pemberton,  and  John  de  la  Croitz  of  Wygan,  of  that 
county,  who  (also^)  undertook  for  that  Adam  that  for  the  future  he 
would  conduct  himself  properly  both  towards  the  lord  king  and  towards 
others  under  pain  of  forfeiting  to  the  king  all  that  they  can  forfeit.. 
(Margin  : xl.s.^) 

Derbishire 

[Presentments  and  Process  :] 

William  de  Dacre,  parson  of  the  church  of  Prestcote,  and  Peter  de  Burnhull 
entered  the  king’s  park  of  Holand  and  Pymbowe  [Pimbo]  and  caught  and  carried 
off  deer.  They  appear  and  are  acquitted. 

William  Dirlaund  took  venison  in  the  king’s  park  of  Lynhale  ^ He  comes  and 
acknowledges  the  trespass.  He  is  sent  to  prison  and  afterwards  makes  fine  for  60s. 
Sureties  : Gilbert  de  Skaresbrek,  Ranulf  son  of  Adam  de  Hale,  William  de  Wolueton, 
Henry  de  Shutlesworth.  (Margin  : in  pri’  Ix.s.^) 

Benedict  le  Foulere  entered  the  king’s  park  of  Holand  and  Pynbowe  taking  and 
carrying  away  venison.  He  appears  and  cannot  deny  the  trespass.  Therefore 
to  prison.  Fine,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Henry  Dorel,  Robert  de  Ewode.  (Margin 
dj.mar.^) 

Adam  de  Radeclif  together  with  others  entered  the  king’s  park  of  Mossebury 
[Musbury]  and  took  of  the  king’s  venison  there  ; “ and  when  a certain  William, 
the  groom  of  William  de  Caluerhale,  killed  a certain  buck  in  the  king’s  park  of  Hale 
and  was  caught  with  the  mainour  ^ and  taken  to  Lytherpole,  Robert  le  Ward  came 
into  the  aforesaid  park  along  with  that  William  with  a certain  horse  intending  to 
carry  off  the  aforesaid  buck  on  it,  but  seeing  William  thus  caught,  he  escaped  with 
his  horse  ”.  Thurstan  de  Huton  entered  Pembowe  park  and  took  the  king’s  venison. 

Adam,  Robert  and  Thurstan  come  and  plead  not  guilty.  Robert  and  Thurstan 
being  convicted  are  sent  to  prison.  Adam  comes  later  and  makes  fine  as  appears 
elsewhere.  Robert’s  fine,  ^ mark  ; sureties  : Gilbert  de  Haydok,  William  son  of 
Simon,  William  del  Ford,  Adam  de  Werington,  clerk.  Thurstan’s  fine,  5 marks  ; 
sureties  : William  de  Huyton,  John  de  Huyton,  William  del  Ryding,  Henry  de 
Pemberton.  (Margin  : di.  mar.^  v.mar.^) 

m.  2gd.  (bgd.) 

A mundernesse 

[Presentments  and  Process  ;] 

William  de  Stubrigeleye,  John  de  Derleye,  Richard  son  of  Richard  de  Tokstath 
and  others  unknown  killed  seven  does  in  the  king’s  park  of  Tokstath.  Adam  Wade 
took  six  bucks  and  does  in  the  same  park  and  is  a habitual  wrongdoer  in  the  same 
park.  William  de  Stoubriggeleye  fines  by  1005.  Sureties  ; Thomas  de  Stoubrigge- 
leie,  Gilbert  de  Haidok,  William  de  Huton,  John  de  Acres.  John  de  Derleie  fines 
by  5 marks.  Sureties  : Roger  de  Tocstath,  Robert  de  Blakeburn,  John  del  Accres, 
Richard  de  Aluandeleye.  (Margin  : CsA  v.marA) 


1 Finale  or  Linall  in  the  manor  of  Hale. 

® I.e.,  redhanded,  or  with  the  stolen  beast  in  his  possession. 
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Agnan  brother  of  Roger  de  Tokstath  killed  a stag  in  Tokstath  park  on  Wed, 
aft.  Nativity  St.  John  Bap.,  i6th  year  [29  June  1323]  and  Robert  de  Blakebourne 
and  Adam  Wade  were  receivers  of  the  stag.  Robert  comes  and  says  that  he  had 
only  the  half  of  a side  of  the  animal  by  Agnan’ s gift,  therefore  he  is  committed  to 
prison  ; and  he  puts  himself  on  the  country  to  prove  that  he  did  not  receive  any 
of  the  king’s  venison  in  any  other  way.  The  jury  confirms  this  plea.  Later 
Robert  fines  by  20s.  by  the  pledge  of  John  le  Norreys  the  elder,  Roger  de  Toxtath, 
Adam  de  Kenyan  and  Henry  de  Pemberton.  (Margin  : xx.s.^)  Agnan  also  comes. 
He  will  not  deny  the  trespass  and  is  sent  to  prison. 

William  de  Huyton,  Robert  son  of  William  de  Huyton  and  William  le  Taillour 
of  Bretarghe  took  a stag  in  Tokstath  park  and  are  habitual  evildoers.  Thomas  de 
Musegraue  entered  Tokstath  park  with  the  greyhounds  of  John  the  parson  of  the 
church  of  Agheton,  caught  a doe  and  carried  it  to  the  said  parson’s  house.  William 
de  Pellowe,  formerly  parker  of  the  same  park,  was  a consenting  party  to  the  afore- 
said wrongdoers  and  to  many  others.  Richard  the  parson  of  Sefton,  William 
Blundel  and  Thomas  de  Stoubriggeleye  took  a buck  at  Aykeberewe  [Aigburth  ?] 
on  Michaelmas  eve,  i6th  year  [28  Sept.  1322].  William  de  Huyton  appears  and 
acknowledges  taking  the  stag  ; he  is  committed  to  gaol.  Robert  son  of  William 
is  acquitted.  The  sheriff  testifies  that  William  de  Huyton  {sic)  and  William  le 
Taillour  cannot  be  found  ; they  are  to  be  made  to  appear  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

Alan  son  of  John  le  Noreys,  Henry  son  of  Henry  de  Letherlond,  John  his  brother, 
Thomas  de  Wolfal  of  Ledeyate  and  Adam  son  of  Roger  de  Wolfal  took  about  six 
bucks  and  does  in  Tokstath  park  and  are  common  wrongdoers.  Thomas  de 
Stoubriggeleye  and  Thomas,  Robert,  and  William,  his  sons,  took  about  eight  deer  in 
the  same  park  and  are  habitual  wrongdoers  there.  Henry  son  of  Henry,  John  his 
brother,  Thomas  de  Wolfal  and  Adam  appear  and  plead  not  guilty  ; they  are 
acquitted.  Alan  son  of  John  le  Noreys  is  unable  to  deny  his  guilt  ; he  is  sent  to 
prison  and  afterwards  makes  fine  for  £10  by  pledge  of  John  del  Acres,  Adam  del 
Bank,  Ranulf  son  of  Adam  de  Hale  and  Robert  de  Fornby.  (Margin  : finis  x.lj.^) 

Adam  de  Pemberton  and  Adam  de  Kenyan  junior  took  of  the  king’s  venison 
at  Tokstath.  Thomas  Banaster,  knight,  entered  the  king’s  park  of  Holand  and 
carried  away  venison.  Richard  ^ the  parson  of  the  church  of  Bury  entered  the 
park  of  Mossebury  and  other  free  chases  of  the  king  in  Blakebourneshire  and  carried 
away  venison.  Adam  de  Kenyan,  Thomas  Banastre  and  Richard  the  parson  come 
and  plead  not  guilty.  They  are  acquitted. 

Richard  the  chaplain  of  William  Gerard,  (William  son  of  Thomas  BlundeF)  and 
William  son  of  Thomas  de  Thorp  entered  the  lord  king’s  park  of  Toxtath,  taking 
and  carrying  off  venison.  They  come,  plead  not  guilty  and  are  acquitted.  (Margin  : 
pria.) 

m.  30  (70) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THE  PRESENTMENTS  MADE  BEFORE 
W.  DE  HERLE  AND  G.  DE  SCROPE  ETC. 

Lane 

Be  it  remembered  that  Thomas  de  Longetre,  Henry  (son  of  Henryk)  de 
Pemberton  and  Gilbert  de  Ins,  who  were  sent  by  the  lord  king  in  the 
charge  of  2-  Bereducus  de  Tyl  and  William  Kenion  of  Cliuarie,"^  the  lord 
king’s  Serjeants  at  arms,  before  the  justices  here  at  Wygan,  appeared  on 

^ Richard  de  Radclifîe,  rector  of  Bury,  1319-23. 

2-2  A space  has  been  left  in  MS.  and  these  names  inserted  in  another  hand. 
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Saturday,  the  twenty-second  day  of  October  in  the  seventeenth  year,  and 
admitted  that  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king*)  they  entered  the  lord 
king’s  park  of  Pymbowe  and  therein  shot  a certain  young  deer  and  carried 
it  away.  Therefore  they  are  committed  to  prison  etc.  (Margin  : 
prison.) 

Afterwards  they  made  fine  as  follows  : 

Thomas  de  Longetre,  loos.  Sureties  : Adam  de  Kenyan  junior,  Henry  de 
Pemberton  senior,  Adam  de  Pemberton,  Robert  de  Thorp,  William  de  Vrmeston. 
(Margin  : C.s.c) 

Henry  de  Pemberton,  40s.  Sureties  : Henry  de  Pemberton  senior,  Richard  de 
Ins  near  Wygan,  William  son  of  Roger  de  Pemberton,  William  Bullyng.  (Margin  : 
.r/.s.c) 

Gilbert  de  Ins,  40s.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Ins  near  Wygan,  Roger  de  Wyne- 
staneslegh,  William  de  Asshton,  Adam  de  Pemberton.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 

{Lane 

Be  it  remembered  that  John  de  Haueryngton,  knight,  William  le 
Botiller,  knight,  Richard  de  Hoghton,  knight,  and  Thomas  de  Lathum 
are  the  chief  keepers  of  the  peace  in  that  county  ; Peter  de  Burnhull, 
Richard  de  Waleys,  Richard  de  Bold  and  Gilbert  de  Haydok  are  sub- 
keepers of  the  peace  in  the  wapentake  of  [West]  Derby  ; Richard  de 
Hulton,  John  de  Aston,  Richard  de  Workesley  and  William  de  Radeclyve 
are  subkeepers  of  the  peace  in  the  wapentake  of  Salefortheshire  ; John 
de  Heskay,  John  Banastre  del  Banke,  William  de  Standissh  and  John  de 
Croft  are  sub-keepers  of  the  peace  in  the  wapentake  of  Leylondshire  ; 
William  de  Clifton,  John  de  Barton,  John  de  Bredkyrke  and  Adam  de 
Brokhole  are  sub-keepers  of  the  peace  in  the  wapentake  of  Aumunder- 
nessh’  ; John  de  Kyrkeby,  Edmund  de  Dacre,  Henry  de  Croft  the  younger 
and  William  de  Heton  are  sub-keepers  of  the  peace  in  the  wapentake  of 
Lounesdale  ; Thomas  de  Osbaldeston,  Richard  de  Baldreston,  Thomas 
de  Iknoll  and  Richard  de  Merchesden  are  sub-keepers  of  the  peace  in  the 
wapentake  of  Blakebourn.^)  (Margin  : vacat)  ^ 

^ See  introd.,  p.  Iviii.  The  names  recorded  above  may  have  been  those  desig- 
nated for  the  keepers  and  sub-keepers  by  the  court,  but  in  the  commission  of  the 
peace  issued  on  2 Nov.  1323  Baldwin  de  Gynes  was  substituted  for  John  de  Harring- 
ton as  chief  keeper,  and  the  following  changes  and  additions  were  made 
in  the  case  of  the  sub-keepers  : (a)  West  Derby  : Gilbert  de  Halsall  and  Richard  de 
Welston  added,  making  six  in  all  ; {b)  Salford  : Nicholas  de  Langford  substituted 
for  William  de  Radcliffe,  and  William  de  Chadderton  added,  making  five  in  all  ; 
(c)  Leyland  : Thomas  de  Langtree  and  William  de  Farington  in  place  of  John  de 
Hesketh  and  John  Banaster  of  Bank  ; (d)  Amounderness  : Laurence  Travers  and 
Richard  de  Kighley  instead  of  William  de  Clifton  and  Adam  de  Brockholes  ; (e) 
Lonsdale  : Gilbert  de  Wennington  and  Thomas  de  Wrayton  for  John  de  Kirkby 
and  Edmund  de  Dacre  ; (/)  Blackburn  : Adam  de  Clitheroe  and  John  de  Oskayth 
(?  Hesketh)  instead  of  Thomas  de  Osbaldeston  and  Thomas  de  Iknoll  (Cal.  Pat.  R., 
1321-4,  382  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  ii,  app.  237-8). 
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Derbis’ 

The  jurors  present  that  John  the  Reeve  ^ of  Northele,  Adam  de 
Hyndele,  Thomas  de  Hyndele,  Adam  Bletherhose,  Henry  de  Eccleston 
and  Edmund  de  Standish  are  habitual  wrongdoers  in  the  lord  king’s  park 
of  Holand  and  Pynbowe,  taking  and  carrying  off  venison  (in  the  time  of 
the  present  king^).  Therefore  order  is  given  to  the  sheriff  to  attach  them 
so  that  they  may  be  before  the  king  at  Wygan  on  Monday  next  after  the 
month  of  Michaelmas  [31  Oct.  1323].  On  this  day  the  sheriff  attests 
that  the  aforesaid  John  and  the  others  have  not  been  found  etc.,  nor  have 
they  anything  etc.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  charged  to  take  them  if  etc. 
so  as  to  have  their  bodies  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary  wherever 
etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Edmund  de  Standissh  made  fine  as  is 
apparent  elsewhere.  And  on  that  octave  of  Hilary  the  sheriff  sent  no 
writ.  Therefore,  as  before,  on  the  octave  of  Trinity.  And  on  that  octave 
the  sheriff  sent  no  writ.  Therefore,  as  several  times,  on  the  octave  of 
Michaelmas. 

Blak' 

The  jurors  present  that  Henry  son  of  Robert  le  Hayward,  Adam  Cok, 
John  son  of  Michael  del  Shawe,  and  William  Prest  broke  into  the  king’s 
park  of  Musbury  and  caught  and  destroyed  all  the  deer  there  (in  the 
present  king’s  time^).  Ànd  that  Henry  Tailor  ^ of  Hodisdene  [Hoddles- 
den],  Geoffrey  de  Whiteworth,  Robert  son  of  Henry  de  Cattelowe  and 
Thomas  his  brother,  John  son  of  Adam  de  Howord,  John  del  Lawe  the 
chaplain,  John  Modican  and  Adam  le  Tumour  broke  into  and  destroyed 
the  park  of  Ightenhull  and  took  all  the  beasts  there. 

The  sheriff,  having  been  ordered  to  attach  them,  reports  that  they  have  not  been 
found.  He  is  to  bring  them  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  At  that  term  he  sent  no  writ, 
therefore  the  octave  of  Trinity.  Again  he  sent  no  writ,  therefore  the  octave  of 
Michaelmas.  Afterwards  Robert  son  of  Henry  de  Cattelowe  made  fine  on  the 
quinzaine  of  St.  Martin,  19th  year  ; John  Modican,  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses, 
on  the  octave  of  Hilary,  19th  year  ; and  Adam  le  Tumour  at  Trinity  term,  19th 
year. 

The  same  jurors  present  that  (in  the  present  king’s  time^)  Nicholas 
Mauleuerer,  Thomas  Gramer,  John  le  Vauasour,  William  son  of  Adam 
Fauuel,  John  de  Farnhull,  John  son  of  Robert  de  Farnhull,  Thomas  de 
Farnhull,  Robert  Crokebayn,  JohnCrokebayn,  John  de  Chest  on,  Thomas  de 
Cheston,  Hugh  del  Spitel,  Adam  Bochecollok,  Constantine  de  Mohant, 
Adam  de  Mohant,  John  de  Hamondethorp,  Henry  son  of  Robert  de 
Sutton,  Robert  Buck,  Elias  Buck,  Peter  de  Carleton,  John  de  Fallys, 
John  son  of  Richard  de  Okeworth,  Henry  his  brother,  Adam  de  Oulesnape, 
Henry  de  Oldefeld,  Godfrey  son  of  William  Dautre,  Adam  son  of  Hugh 
del  Gill,  John  del  Gill,  Adam  de  Baildon,  William  de  Baildon,  John  de 
1 MS.  le  Reue.  2 ms.  Cissor. 
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Baildon,  John  son  of  John  the  dyer  of  Skipton,  Robert  son  of  Alexander 
de  Estburn,  Wdlliam  Haliday,  John  his  son,  Robert  de  Sourby,  Adam 
son  of  Henry  Pety,  Henry  le  Vauasour,  William  Wylion,  Gotte  le  Fleter, 
John  Batteson,  Henry  le  Horshird,  William  le  Salter,  William  Wady, 
Adam  de  Bolyngton  and  John  Flathir  entered  the  king's  park  of  Ighten- 
hull,  formerly  belonging  to  the  earl  of  Lancastre,  and  there  took  three 
rounceys  worth  20  marks  each,  nine  foals  in  the  third  year  worth  8 marks 
each,  eighteen  mares  worth  lOOs.  each,  five  fillies  worth  40s.  each,  twelve 
foals  in  the  second  year  worth  lOOs.,  six  foals  in  the  first  year  worth 
13s.  each,  three  oxen  worth  20s.  each,  and  a cask  of  wine  worth 

66s.  ; and  in  the  forest  of  Trowden  they  took  twenty-one  cows,  two 

bulls,  and  two  oxen,  worth  13s.  ^d.  each,  four  steers  worth  5s.  each  and 
five  calves  more  than  a year  old  worth  4s.  each  ; and  in  the  forest  of 
Penhull  they  took  fifty-three  cows  and  two  bulls  worth  13s.  ^d.  each, 
four  oxen  worth  los.  each,  one  steer  worth  5s.,  three  calves  worth  4s.  each 
and  three  calves  worth  3s.  each.^ 

The  sheriff  is  to  cause  them  to  come.  He  reports  that  they  are  not  to  be  found 
and  is  ordered  to  bring  them  up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  On  that  date  he  fails  to 
send  the  writ  ; therefore,  as  before,  octave  of  Trinity.  Again  no  writ,  therefore, 
as  many  times,  octave  of  Michaelmas. 

m.  3od.  (7od.) 

Leyland' 

Alan  de  Roucestre,  James  de  Knotford,  John  de  Pemberton,  Benedict  de  Gloton 
and  Edmund  de  Standisch  are  habitual  wrongdoers  in  Pymbowe  park,  taking  and 
carrying  away  venison. 

Salford' 

Adam  Bletherhose,  John  son  of  Hugh  de  Tildesle,  Adam  his  brother  and  Ithel 
de  Hindele,  along  with  others  unknown,  destroyed  the  lord  king’s  park  of  Mosbiri 
and  the  king’s  free  chase  of  Rossingdale. 

All  the  above  presented  by  the  jurors  of  Leyland  and  Salford  are  to  be  attached 
to  appear,  but  the  sheriff  reports  that  they  cannot  be  found.  They  are  to  be  brought 
up  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 


m.  31  (71) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THE  PRESENTMENTS  BEFORE 
W.  [DE]  HERLE  AND  G.  LE  SCROPE 

Concerning  the  goods  of  those  who  were  overthrown  and  put  to  flight  at 

Boroughhridge 

Salford’  et  Derby  s’ 

The  jurors  present  that  Richard  de  Workeslegh  took  from  the  king’s 
enemies  fleeing  from  Boroughhridge  arms  to  the  value  of  40s. ^ Therefore 
1 Cp.  m.  27  (67).  2 MS.  anno  xv.  interlined  in  a different  hand. 


Ill 
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the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  him  to  come  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid 
Richard  comes  and,  being  asked  concerning  the  foregoing  how  he  wishes 
to  clear  himself,  says  that  he  bought  from  a certain  Beatrice  de  Preston 
a cloak  ^ which  belonged  to  a certain  fugitive  etc.  for  24s.  and  half  a 
quarter  of  wheat  worth  5s.  ; and  that  he  neither  took  nor  had  any  other 
arms  etc.  he  puts  himself  on  the  country.  The  jurors  say  upon  their 
oath  that  the  aforesaid  Richard  neither  had  nor  took  any  arms  of  any 
fugitive  etc.  save  only  the  aforesaid  cloak  which  he  bought  from  the 
aforesaid  Beatrice  as  previously  stated.  And  the  aforesaid  cloak  is 
valued  by  the  same  jurors  at  29s.,  for  which  the  same  Richard  will  answer 
to  the  lord  king.  And  the  same  Richard  may  go  quit  thereof  etc. 
(Margin  : xxix.s.^) 

The  jurors  present  that  John  de  Croft  had  a hauberk  (worth  10 
marks^)  given  him  by  Nicholas  de  Medyngcroft  from  the  goods  of  fugitives 
etc. 2 Therefore  the  sheriff  is  charged  to  cause  him  to  come  etc.  After- 
wards the  aforesaid  John  comes  and  says  that  he  handed  over  the  afore- 
said hauberk  to  Robert  de  Leybourne,  at  that  time  sheriff,  and  con- 
cerning this  he  puts  himself  on  the  country.  And  the  jurors  say  on  their 
oath  that  the  aforesaid  John  did  not  deliver  the  aforesaid  hauberk  to  the 
aforesaid  Robert  de  Leybourn,  but  kept  it  for  his  own  use.  Therefore  the 
same  John  must  answer  for  the  value  of  the  same  hauberk  to  the  lord 
king,  and  it  is  valued  by  the  jurors  at  10  marks.  And  the  same  John  is 
in  mercy.  And  the  pledges  of  the  same  John  for  the  aforesaid  10  marks 
are  John  de  Heskeyth,  John  de  Cophull,  Ranulf  de  Singleton  and  William 
de  Farintonn.  (Margin  : x.mar.^  miâ.^) 

The  jurors  present  that  Richard  de  Neweham  had  a mantle  worth 
one  mark  of  the  aforesaid  fugitives’  chattels.  ^ Therefore  order  is  given 
to  the  sheriff  to  see  that  he  comes  etc.  And  the  same  Richard  comes 
and  says  that  he  was  at  that  time  a sub-bailiff  of  the  wapentake  of 
Salfordeshire,  and  he  delivered  the  aforesaid  mantle  to  Robert  de  Hulm, 
the  chief  bailiff  his  master.  And  as  to  this  he  puts  himself  on  the  country. 
And  the  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Richard  did  hand  over 
the  aforesaid  mantle  to  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Holm.  Therefore  the 
aforesaid  Richard  may  go  without  day.  And  charge  is  given  to  the 
sheriff  to  cause  the  aforesaid  Robert  to  come  etc. 

The  jurors  present  that  William  de  Hilton  had  a horse  worth  20s.  of 
the  chattels  of  the  aforesaid  fugitives.  ^ Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered 
to  see  that  he  comes  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  William  comes  and 
says  that  he  bought  the  aforesaid  horse  from  Richard  le  Chuffere,  though 
he  knew  that  horse  to  be  the  property  of  a certain  fugitive  etc.  There- 
fore the  same  William  is  to  answer  to  the  king  for  the  price  of  the  same 

^ MS.  unum  Jupel. 

2 MS.  anno  xv.  interlined  in  a different  hand. 
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liorse,  which  is  valued  by  the  jurors  at  i6s.  And  (the  pledges^)  of  the 
aforesaid  William  for  the  payment  of  the  aforesaid  i6s.  to  the  king  are 
Gilbert  de  Bromiherst  and  Richard  de  Neweham.  (Margin  : xvj.s.^) 

The  jurors  present  that  Robert  del  Stonistrete  and  Gilbert  Pynchonn 
had  of  the  king’s  chattels  taken  from  the  aforesaid  fugitives  arms  and 
other  chattels  to  the  value  of  loosA  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to 
cause  them  to  come  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Robert  and  Gilbert 
came.  And  when  they  are  asked  as  to  the  foregoing  how  they  will  acquit 
themselves  thereof,  the  aforesaid  Robert  says  that  he  took  from  certain 
fugitives  a horse,  a packhorse  saddle, ^ a bridle  and  a haketon,  which  he 
handed  over  to  Roger  de  Chisenhale,  the  clerk  of  Robert  de  Layburn  the 
sheriff,  etc.  And  this  he  is  ready  to  prove.  (Margin  : lib’auit  put  etc.). 
And  he  says  that  he  had  of  the  same  fugitives’  chattels  a hauberk  and 
clothes,  for  the  value  of  which  he  is  ready  to  answer  to  the  king.  And 
the  aforesaid  Gilbert  says  that  he  neither  took  nor  had  any  chattels  etc., 
and  concerning  this  he  puts  himself  on  the  country.  Therefore  a jury 
is  to  be  taken.  And  the  jurors  say  upon  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid 
Robert  del  Stonystrete  took  of  the  chattels  of  certain  fugitives  a horse, 
a packhorse  saddle,  a bridle,  and  a haketon,  valued  at  60s.,  which  he 
delivered  to  Robert  de  Leybourn,  then  the  sheriff,  etc.  Therefore  charge 
is  given  to  the  sheriff  to  see  that  he  comes  etc.  And  they  say  that  the 
same  Robert  kept  in  his  possession  a certain  hauberk  and  clothes  from 
the  aforesaid  chattels,  worth  20s.  Therefore  the  same  Robert  is  to 
answer  to  the  king  etc.  for  the  same  20s.  (Margin  : xx.s.^).  And  they 
say  that  the  aforesaid  Gilbert  Pynchonn  had  nothing  of  the  aforesaid 
chattels  ; so  he  may  go  quit  thereof.  And  the  pledges  of  the  aforesaid 
Robert  for  paying  the  same  20s.  are,  to  wit,  Richard  de  Neweham  and 
Gilbert  de  Chorleton. 

The  jurors  present  that  Alexander  de  Shoresworth  took  and  had  of 
the  aforesaid  chattels  a horse  priced  loos.^  Therefore  the  sheriff  is 
ordered  to  cause  him  to  come  etc.  Afterwards  the  same  Alexander  came 
and  acknowledged  that  he  bought  a certain  horse  which  belonged  to  a 
certain  fugitive  etc.  from  Robert  de  Dukenfeld  (for  6 marks^),  though  he 
knew  that  horse  to  be  of  the  chattels  of  fugitives  etc.  Therefore  . . .^  let 
him  answer  to  the  lord  king  for  the  value  of  the  aforesaid  horse,  which  is 
appraised  by  the  jurors  at  lOOs.  And  the  pledges  of  the  said  Alexander 
for  the  payment  of  the  aforesaid  lOOs.  to  the  king  are  Robert  de  Asshtonn, 
Alexander  le  Megh,  Gilbert  de  Bronnyhurst,  Thomas  de  Hulm,  Thomas 
de  Shepeley  and  Gilbert  de  Bartonn.  (Margin  : C.s.^) 

The  jurors  present  that  Alexander  del  Dene  and  Adam  his  brother 

^ M.S.  anno  xv.  interlined  in  a different  hand. 

2 MS.  unum  somersadle. 

^ Erasure  in  MS. 
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took  and  had  two  horses  and  equipment  ^ to  the  value  of  £4.2  And  that 
Henry  de  Boterworth  took  and  had  a horse  worth  165.  from  the  aforesaid 
fugitives. 2 And  that  Adam  de  Clegg  took  and  had  from  the  aforesaid 
fugitives  two  horses  and  clothes  to  the  value  of  ^4.  And  that  Adam  de 
Bokeleye  had  a cloak,  a bridle  and  a crupper, ^ valued  at  15s.,  from  the 
chattels  etc.^  And  that  Nicholas  de  Stubbeleye  had  of  the  aforesaid 
chattels  equipment  ^ to  the  value  of  40s.  ^ And  that  Henry  de  Paris  had 
clothes  and  equipment  to  the  value  of  half  a mark  from  the  aforesaid 
chattels. 2 And  that  Richard  de  Baumford,  John  de  Baumford  and 
Elcok  de  Baumford  had  of  the  aforesaid  chattels,  to  wit,  clothes,  equip- 
ment 1 and  saddles,  to  the  value  of  40s.  Therefore  order  is  given  to  the 
sheriff  to  cause  them  to  come  etc.^  Afterwards  there  came  the  aforesaid 
Alexander,  Adam,  Henry,  Adam,  Adam,  Nicholas,  Henry,  Richard,  John, 
and  Elcok  de  Baumford.  And  when  they  were  asked  concerning  the 
foregoing  charges  how  they  desire  to  acquit  themselves,  the  aforesaid 
Adam  de  Clegg,  Henry  de  Paris,  Richard  de  Baumford  and  John  de 
Baumford  say  that  they  never  took  or  had  any  chattels  of  the  aforesaid 
fugitives  as  is  alleged  against  them.  And  as  to  this  they  put  themselves 
on  the  country.  Therefore  let  a jury  be  taken  etc.  And  the  jurors  say 
on  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Adam  de  Cleg  and  Richard  de  Baunford 
never  took  or  had  anything  of  the  aforesaid  chattels.  Therefore  they 
may  go  quit  thereof.  (Margin  : Q twice)  And  they  say  that  the  afore- 
said Henry  de  Parys  had  of  the  aforesaid  chattels  clothes  and  equipment 
to  the  value  of  half  a mark.  Therefore  he  is  to  answer  to  the  lord  king 
for  the  half-mark.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^)  And  they  say  that  the  afore- 
said John  de  Baunford  had  clothes  to  the  value  of  i%d.  from  the  aforesaid 
chattels.  Therefore  the  same  John  must  answer  to  the  lord  king  for 
the  same  J.M.  (Margin  : xviij.dS)  And  the  same  Henry  de  Parys  and 
John  de  Baunford  are  in  mercy.  (Margin  : mïa.^)  And  the  pledges  of 
the  aforesaid  Henry  for  the  aforesaid  half-mark  are  Henry  de  Buterworth 
and  John  Garland. 

And  the  aforesaid  Alexander  and  Adam  his  brother  say  that  they  had 
two  horses  of  the  aforesaid  chattels,  and  for  the  price  of  them  they  are 
ready  to  answer  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  two  horses  are  valued  by 
the  jurors  at  40s.,  for  which  the  same  Alexander  and  Adam  are  to  answer 
to  the  king,  and  the  pledges  of  the  same  Alexander  and  Adam  etc.  are 
Adam  de  Belefeld,  Richard  de  Baunford,  Adam  de  Hilton  and  Henry  de 
Buterworth.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 

And  the  aforesaid  Henry  de  Boterworth  readily  admits  that  he  had 
one  horse  only  of  the  aforesaid  chattels,  and  this  Robert  de  Layburn  the 

^ M.S.  armaturas. 

2 MS.  At  this  point,  in  the  space  between  this  and  the  following  entry,  the  words 
anno  pr edicto  (in  abbreviated  form)  have  been  inserted  in  a different  hand. 
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sheriff  etc.  took  and  had.  And  concerning  this  he  puts  himself  on  the 
country  etc. 

And  the  aforesaid  Adam  de  Bokeleye  acknowledges  that  he  had  of 
the  aforesaid  chattels  one  cloak  only,  for  which,  or  for  the  value  of  the 
same,  he  is  prepared  to  answer.  And  it  is  valued  by  the  jurors  at  3s., 
for  which  let  him  answer  etc.  And  the  sureties  of  the  same  Adam  for 
paying  the  aforesaid  3s.  to  the  king  are  Alexander  de  Dene  and  Adam 
his  brother.  (Margin  : iij.s.^) 

And  the  aforesaid  Nicholas  de  Stubbeleye  admits  that  he  had  one 
horse  only  of  the  aforesaid  chattels,  and  he  says  that  he  handed  it  over 
to  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Layburn  the  sheriff.  And  the  jurors  bear 
witness  to  this.  Therefore  the  same  Robert  is  to  come  etc. 

And  the  aforesaid  Elcok  de  Baumford  acknowledges  that  he  had 
some  clothes  from  the  aforesaid  chattels,  but  he  says  that  by  the  order 
and  instruction  of  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Layburn  the  sheriff  etc.  he 
delivered  them  to  John  de  Croft,  the  sheriff’s  groom  ^ etc.  And  the  same 
Alexander  and  Adam  his  brother,  Henry  de  Boterworth,  Adam  de  Boke- 
leye, Nicholas  de  Stubbeleye  and  Elcok  de  Baumford  say  that  they  had 
no  other  chattels  of  the  aforesaid  fugitives  etc.,  and  concerning  this  they 
put  themselves  on  the  country.  And  the  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that 
the  aforesaid  Henry  de  Buterworth  did  not  deliver  the  aforesaid  horse 
to  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Leybourn,  but  kept  it  for  his  own  use.  And 
it  is  appraised  by  the  jurors  at  i6s.,  for  which  the  same  Henry  must 
answer  to  the  lord  king.  (Margin  : xvj.s.^).  And  they  say  that  the 
aforesaid  Elecok  handed  over  the  aforesaid  horse  to  the  aforesaid  John 
de  Croft,  and  the  same  John,  being  present  in  court,  does  not  deny  this. 
Therefore  for  the  value  of  the  same  horse,  which  is  appraised  at  20s.,  he 
is  to  answer  etc.  (Margin  : xx.s.^)  And  they  say  that  the  aforesaid 
Alexander  and  the  others  neither  took  nor  had  any  other  chattels  from 
the  aforesaid  fugitives.  (Margin  : Q)  And  the  pledges  of  the  aforesaid 
Henry  de  Buterworth  for  the  discharge  of  the  said  i6s.  to  the  king  are 
Adam  de  Buckele,  and  Henry  de  Parys.  And  the  pledges  of  the  aforesaid 
John  de  Croft  for  the  payment  of  the  aforesaid  20s.  to  the  king  [are]  as 
above. 

m.  3id.  (7id.) 

John  Garlaund  was  accused  of  taking  clothes  and  equipment  worth  half  a mark. 
He  comes  and  denies  the  charge,  but  the  jury  find  him  guilty.  He  is  to  answer 
for  the  half-mark  and  is  in  mercy.  Sureties  : Henry  de  Parys,  Nicholas  de 
Stubbelegh.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^  mîa^) 

John  de  Stobbeleye  had  clothes  and  equipment  ^ of  fugitives  worth  40s.  He 
appears  and  admits  taking  a horse  worth  55.  and  a tunic  worth  i8d.,  which  he 
delivered  to  Robert  de  Layburn  the  sherifil.  The  jury  on  which  he  puts  himself 
say  that  he  took  goods  worth  40s.  but  handed  the  aforesaid  horse  and  tunic  to  the 


1 MS.  valletto. 


2 MS.  armaturas. 
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sheriff.  He  is  to  answer  for  the  remainder  of  the  40s.,  i.e.  33s.  (id.,  by  the  pledge 
of  Robert  de  Ashton,  Henry  de  Scotehogh  and  Adam  de  Kirkestagh.  (Margin  : 
xxxiij.s.  vj.d.^) 

Blak’ 

Thomas  Quatresontz,  John  de  Mohant  and  Constantine  deMohant  and  certain 
other  persons  unknown  took  from  William  de  Whitefeld  and  John  de  Wrokeshale 
8 horses  worth  40  marks,  and  haketons,  habergeons,  plate-gauntlets, ^ and  basinets,  ^ 
to  the  value  of  20  marks.  The  sheriff  reports  that  they  cannot  be  found.  They 
are  to  be  made  to  appear  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

Leylandshive 

Adam  de  Hindele’s  groom  took  a horse  from  a fugitive  and  handed  it  over  to  Henry 
le  Greyue,  then  the  lord  king’s  bailiff,  but  Adam  extorted  from  Henry  at  Wygan 
the  price  of  the  horse,  205.  The  sheriff,  having  been  ordered  to  attach  Adam,  now 
reports  that  he  has  not  been  found.  He  is  to  have  Adam  before  the  king  on  the 
octave  of  Hilary. 

Salford’ 

Geoffrey  son  of  Henry  the  chaplain  of  Salford  had  a horse  worth  30s.  and  a 
haketon  which  he  sold  to  William  ^ the  parson  of  the  church  of  Werington  for  5 marks. 

Elias  de  Leuere  had  a horse  worth  half  a mark. 

Richard  the  clerk  of  Mayncestre  [Manchester]  had  a cloak  worth  205.  which  he 
delivered  to  John  Trauers. 

Adam  de  Bredbury  and  Robert  de  Dokenfeld  had  equipment  and  horses  to 
the  value  of  90  marks. 

William  de  Fernileye  junior  had  8 cows,  each  worth  one  mark,  which  belonged 
to  Roger  de  Pylkynton.^ 

Roger  le  Sponere  and  William  le  Wolf  had  equipment  and  clothes  to  the  value 
of  40s. 

Franco  Tyeis  had  2 horses  and  equipment  worth  £10. 

Robert  de  Dalton,  the  parker  of  Prestwich,  had  2 silver  cups  valued  at  2 marks. 

Thomas  de  Stanefeld  had  equipment  worth  40s. 

Thomas  de  Chedhull  and  William  Caudray  had  goods  belonging  to  Nicholas  de 
Langeford  ^ worth  40s. 

The  aforesaid  Robert  de  Dalton,  formerly  keeper  of  the  manor  of  Pilkynton, 
took  5 marks  to  his  own  use  from  Henry  de  Dyches  as  a ransom  because  Henry  had 
taken  rye  in  the  same  manor. 

The  aforesaid  Thomas  de  Chedhull  and  William  de  Coudray  of  Bromhale  took 
of  the  goods  which  formerly  belonged  to  Nicholas  de  Langeford  8 farm  horses  ® 
worth  £^,  2 cows  and  2 steers  worth  40s.,  18  swine  worth  36s.,  50  qrs.  oats  worth 
£d>  6s.  Sd.,  a brass  pot  worth  8s.,  a small  pot  worth  2s.,  an  ewer  with  basin'^  worth 
3s.,  an  oven  worth  ^ mark,  2 pair  of  irons  for  ploughs  worth  iSd.,  and  a piece  of 
linen  with  2 sacks  worth  3s. 

Thomas  de  Wolston  and  Adam  son  of  Adam  de  Altringham  of  Cheshire  seized 
and  carried  off  from  the  goods  formerly  belonging  to  Roger  de  Pylkynton  at  Pylkyn- 
ton  18  steers  and  heifers  valued  at  £g,  4 oxen  and  4 cows  valued  at  io6s.  d>d. 


1 MS.  cerotecas  de  piatis.  ^ MS.  hacinettos,  light  helmets. 

* William  de  Sankey,  rector  from  c.  1299  to  1325. 

* See  introd.,  p.  xxxv.  ® See  introd.,  p.  xxxv. 

® MS.  affros.  ’ MS.  unum  lauatorium  cum  pelui. 
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Nicholas  de  Plumpton  took  and  carried  off  from  the  same  place  6 cows  valued 
at  £4,. 

Hugh  Starky  and  Roger  his  brother  took  from  the  same  place  7 cows  worth  £:\ 
and  I mark. 

The  sheriff  is  charged  to  make  them  appear.  Afterwards  he  attests  that  they 
have  been  mainprised  as  appears  in  the  estreats  of  the  county  of  Lancaster  of  this 
term  ; so  he  is  ordered  to  distrain  them  by  all  their  lands  etc.,  and  as  for  the  issues 
etc.,  and  to  have  their  bodies  before  the  king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary  wherever  etc. 

Alexander  de  Chaderton  had  a horse  priced  at  20s.  He  appears  and  says  that 
he  bought  the  horse  of  Robert  de  Layburn  the  sheriff,  knowing  it  to  be  of  the  chattels 
of  felons  fleeing  from  Boroughbridge.  He  is  to  answer  for  the  price  of  the  horse, 
valued  by  the  jurors  at  i6s.  Surety  : Richard  de  Hilton.  (Margin  ; xvj.sS) 

The  jurors  present  that  Thomas  de  Shepeleye  took  and  had  two 
silver  basins  and  two  silver  pots  of  the  goods  and  chattels  of  the  lord 
king's  felons  defeated  and  in  flight  from  Boroughbridge  (in  the  year 
aforesaid^).  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  him  to  come  etc. 
Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Thomas  comes  and  he  readily  admits  that  of 
the  aforesaid  chattels  he  had  two  silver  basins  engraved  with  the  arms 
of  Roger  Damori,  and  for  these  he  is  ready  to  answer  to  the  lord  king  ; 
and  he  says  that  he  neither  took  nor  had  any  silver  pots  or  any  other 
chattels  of  those  fugitives.  And  concerning  this  he  puts  himself  upon 
the  country.  And  the  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  the  same  Thomas 
had  no  silver  pots  or  any  other  chattels  of  the  aforesaid  fugitives  save 
only  the  aforesaid  two  silver  basins  which  he  had  previously  admitted  he 
had.  And  they  are  appraised  by  the  jurors  at  ten  marks,  for  which  the 
same  Thomas  is  to  answer  to  the  lord  king.  And  the  pledges  of  the  afore- 
said Thomas  for  delivering  to  the  king  the  aforesaid  ten  marks  or  the 
basins  are  Robert  de  Asshton,  Robert  de  Shepeley,  Thomas  de  Hepwode, 
Alexander  de  Shoresworth,  Richard  de  Cleyden  and  Gilbert  de  Bromiherst. 
(Margin  : x.mar.^)  ' 

[Rider  attached  to  the  foot  of  the  membrane] 

Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Thomas  puts  forward  the  lord  king’s  letters 
patent  under  the  privy  seal  in  these  words  : Edward,  by  the  grace  of 
God  king  of  England,  lord  of  Ireland  and  duke  of  Aquitaine,  to  all  to 

MS.  liiraioves  présentant  quod  Thomas  de  Shepeleye  cepit  et  habuit  de  bonis 
et  catallis  felonum  domini  regis  confusorum  et  fugiendum  a Ponte  Burgi  duas  pelues 
argenteas  et  duas  ollas  argenteas  {anno  predicto^).  Ideo  preceptum  est  vicecomiti  quod 
venire  faciat  eum  etc.  Postea  venit  predictus  Thomas  et  bene  cognouit  quod  ipse  habuit 
de  catallis  pr edictis  duas  pelues  argenteas  de  armis  Rogeri  Damori  sculptas  de  quibus 
paratus  est  domino  regi  respondere.  Et  dicit  quod  nullas  ollas  argenteas  nec  aliqua 
alia  catalla  de  ipsis  fugitiuis  cepit  nec  habuit.  Et  de  hoc  ponit  se  super  patriam.  Et 
iuratores  dicunt  super  sacramentum  suum  quod  idem  Thomas  nullas  ollas  argenteas 
nec  aliqua  alia  catalla  de  pr  edictis  fugitiuis  habuit  nisi  tantum  pr  edictas  duas  pelues 
argenteas  quas  prius  se  habere  cognouit  et  que  appreciantur  per  iuratores  ad  x.  marcas 
vnde  idem  Thomas  domino  regi  respondeat.  Et  sunt  plegii  pr  edicti  Thome  de  pre- 
dictisx.  marcis  seu  peluibus  regi  soluendis  Robertus  de  Asshton',  Robertas  de  Shepeley, 


II? 


CORAM  REGE  ROLL  NO.  254 

whom  these  letters  shall  come,  greeting.  Whereas  Thomas  de  Shepele 
was  lately  indicted  before  our  dear  and  faithful  Hervey  de  Stauntonn 
and  his  fellows,  justices  of  our  Bench  at  Wygan  in  the  county  of  Lancaster, 
for  taking  two  silver  basins  bearing  the  arms  of  Roger  Damary,  lately 
our  enemy  and  rebel,  worth  ten  marks,  which  basins  the  said  Thomas 
delivered  into  our  Wardrobe  at  Rauenesdale  on  the  date  of  these  letters, 
because  we  will  that  the  said  Thomas  be  quit  thereof,  we  command  that 
you  neither  do  nor  suffer  to  be  done  any  harm,  molestation  or  oppression 
hereafter  to  the  said  Thomas  on  that  account.  In  witness  whereof  we 
have  caused  these  our  letters  patent  to  be  made.  Given  under  our  privy 
seal  at  Rauenesdale  the  27th  day  of  November  in  the  17th  year  of  our 
reign. — Therefore  the  same  Thomas  is  to  go  quit  thereof."^ 

m.  32  (72)  2 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THE  PRESENTMENTS  BEFORE 
W.  DE  HERLE  AND  G.  LE  SCR[0PE] 

Derbyshire 

The  jurors  present  that  when  William  le  Gentil  was  sheriff  ^ and  was 
making  his  tourns  in  that  wapentake  and  ought  to  have  tarried  in  the 
same  wapentake  for  three  nights  only,  the  same  sheriff  stayed  in  the  same 
wapentake  for  nine  days  with  eight  horses  (whereas  it  has  been  the  custom 

Thomas  de  Hepwode,  Alexander  de  Shoresworth\  Ricai'dns  de  Cleyden'  et  Gilbevtus 
de  Bfomiherst. 

[Rider]  Postea  predictus  Thomas  profert  litteras  domini  regis  patentes  sub  priuato 
sigillo  in  hec  verba  : Edward  par  la  grace  de  Dieu  roi  Dengleterre  seignour  Dirlaunde 
et  ducs  D aquitaine  a touz  ceuz  qi  cestes  lettres  viendront  salutz.  Corne  Thomas  de 
Shepele  peut  nadgaires  enditez  deuant  noz  chers  et  foiaux  Heruy  de  Stauntonn  et  ses 
compaignouns  iustices  de  nostre  Baunk’  a Wygan  en  contez  de  Lancastr'  de  deux 
bacyns  dargent  des  armes  Rog'  Damary  nadgaires  nostre  enemy  et  rebeal  prys  de  dys 
marcs  les  queux  bacyns  le  dit  Thomas  Huera  en  nostre  G ar dérobé  a Rauenesdale  le  iour 
de  la  date  de  cestes  par  quoi  nous  voloms  qe  le  dit  Thomas  ent  soit  quites  si  vous  maundoms 
qe  au  dit  Thomas  ne  facez  desor e par  cele  enchesoun  none  soeffrez  estre  fait  mal  moleste 
ne  nulle  greuaunce.  En  tesmoignaunce  de  queu  chose  nous  auoms  fait  faire  cestes  noz 
lettres  patentes.  Done  souz  nostre  priue  seal  a Rauenesdale  le  xxvij.  iour  de  Nouembre 
lan  de  nostre  régné  xvij^^.  Ideo  idem  Thomas  inde  quietus  etc. 

2 Mm.  32-4  (72-4)  record  the  proceedings  against  the  sheriffs,  bailifis,  assessors, 
and  collectors  of  taxes  and  their  clerks  for  derelictions  and  oppressions  of  which 
the)^  had  been  accused  before  William  de  Herle  and  Geofirey  le  Scrope  in  the  previous 
August  at  Clitheroe  and  Preston  ; see  Ass.  R.  425,  mm.  7,  8,  i3-i5d.  For  an  account 
of  the  functions  of  these  officers  and  a discussion  of  many  of  the  offences  here  recorded, 
see  Tupling,  R.  and  Seign.  Bailiffs. 

MS.  luratores  présentant  quod  Willelmus  le  Gentil  tempore  quo  fuit  vicecomes 
cum  faceret  turnos  suos  in  wapentachio  isto  et  moram  fecisse  debuisset  in  eodem  wapen- 
tachio  per  tres  noctes  tantum  idem  vicecomes  moram  fecit  in  eodem  wapentachio  per 

^ According  to  the  P.R.O.  List  of  Sheriffs  {Lists  and  Indexes,  No.  IX),  William 
le  Gentil  was  deputy  sheriff  from  7 Aug.  1307  to  26  Sep.  1309,  and  again  from  5 Oct. 
1320  to  13  Mar.  1322;  but  see  p.  119,  n.  i. 
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for  the  sheriff  to  ride  with  four  or  five  horses  only),  to  the  oppression  and 
impoverishment  of  the  people  ; to  wit,  for  one  night  at  the  house  of  the 
lord  of  Turbac  [Tarbock],  and  for  another  night  at  the  house  of  Robert  de 
Bold,  and  for  another  night  at  the  house  of  Robert  de  Greulay,  and  else- 
where, at  the  expense  of  the  men  of  that  wapentake  against  their  will. 
They  also  present  that  the  same  William  the  sheriff  released  by  mainprise 
Henry  son  of  Dob  le  Mercer,  who  had  been  indicted  as  a notorious  thief, 
when  by  law  he  ought  not  to  have  been  mainprised  ; and  so  he  did 
habitually  with  respect  to  several  others  while  he  was  sheriff,  so  that  the 
men  of  that  wapentake  often  refrained  from  indicting  any  notorious 
thieves  or  felons  etc.  And  that  Henry  de  Malton,  while  he  was  sheriff, ^ 
acted  in  the  same  way  as  the  aforesaid  William.  And  they  say  that  the 
same  William  and  Henry,  while  they  were  sheriffs,  both  personally  and 
through  their  bailiffs,  to  wit,  through  Richard  de  Bold  and  William  de 
Wynkywyk,  placed  Robert  de  Grelley  and  Robert  Sanky  and  several 
others  of  that  wapentake  on  inquisitions  and  juries,  both  within  the 
county  and  outside,  without  sending  them  summons  or  warning,  so  that 
they  and  their  mainpernors  were  amerced  and  their  issues  forfeited,  to 


nouem  dies  cum  octo  equis,  vbi  {vicecomes^)  consueuit  equitare  cum  quatuor  equis  vel 
quinque  tantum,  in  oppressionem  et  depauperacionem  populi,  videlicet  per  unam  noctem 
ad  domum  domini  de  Turbae  et  per  aliam  noctem  ad  domum  Roberti  de  Bold’  et  per 
aliam  noctem  ad  domum  Roberti  de  Greulay  ad  [sic]  alibi  ad  custagia  hominum  istius 
wapentachii  contra  eorum  voluntatem  {tempore  regis  nunc^).  Item  présentant  quod 
idem  Willelmus  vicecomes  dimisit  Henricum  filium  Dob  le  Mercer  indictatum 
pro  latrone  nocorio  per  manucapeionem  vbi  non  fuit  manucapiendus  per  legem 
et  sic  fecit  de  consuetudine  de  pluribus  aliis  dum  fuit  vicecomes,  per  quod  homines 
wapentachii  istius  multum  euitabant  ad  indictandum  aliquos  latrones  seu  felones 
nocorios  etc.  {tempore  Regis  nunc^).  Et  quod  Henricus  de  Malton’  dum  fuit  vicecomes 
fecit  eodem  modo  quo  pr edictus  Willelmus.  Et  dicunt  quod  Udem  Willelmus  et  Henricus 
dum  fuerunt  vicecomites  tam  per  se  quam  per  balliuos  suos,  scilicet  per  Ricardum  de 
Bold’  et  Willelmum  de  Wynkywyk’ , posuerunt  in  inquisicionibus  et  iuratis  Robertum 
de  Grelley  et  Robertum  Sanky  et  plures  alios  istius  wapentachii  tam  in  comitatu  quam 
extra  absque  summonicione  seu  premunicione  eis  facienda,  per  quod  ipsi  et  eorum 
manucaptores  amerciati  et  exitus  sui  forisfacti  fuerunt  ad  graue  dampnum  ipsorum  et 
tocius  populi.  Et  quod  cum  quoddam  breue  regis  venisset  eidem  Willelmo  pro  duobus 
militibus  eligendis  ad  eundum  ad  parliamentum  regis,  qui  eligi  debuissent  per  totam 
communitatem  comitatus,  idem  Willelmus  elegit  Gilbertum  de  Haydok’  et  Thomam 
de  Thornton  sine  assensu  communitatis,  qui  cum  rediissent  de  parliamento  tulerunt 
breue  pro  expensis  suis  leuandis,  per  quod  preceptum  fuit  predictis  Ricardo  et  Willelmo 
de  Wynwyk’  balliuis  quod  leuarent  xx.  libras  pro  expensis  pr  edictorum  militum  vbi 
communitas  istius  comitatus  habuisse  possent  de  eleccione  sua  propria  duos  sufficientes 
homines  ad  eundum  ad  parliamentum  pro  x.  marcis  vel  x.  libris  {tempore  regis  nunc^). 
Et  praeterea  Udem  balliui  tantum  leuauerunt  ad  opus  suum  proprium  quantum  ad  opus 
pr  edictorum  militum.  Et  dicunt  quod  Henricus  de  Malton  dum  fuit  vicecomes  eodem 
modo  elegit  tempore  suo  Willelmum  de  Slene  et  Willelmum  de  Walton’  ad  eundum  ad 
parliamentum  sine  assensu  etc  {tempore  regis  nunc^). 

^ Deputy  sheriff  from  Mich.  1317  to  5 Oct.  1320  (?)  {P.R.O.  Lists  6-  Indexes, 
No.  IX). 
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the  serious  loss  of  themselves  and  of  the  whole  people.  And  that  when 
a certain  writ  of  the  king  had  come  to  the  same  William  for  the  election 
of  two  knights  to  go  to  the  king’s  parliament,  which  knights  ought  to 
have  been  elected  by  the  whole  community  of  the  county,  the  same 
William  elected  Gilbert  de  Haydok  and  Thomas  de  Thornton  ^ without  the 
consent  of  the  community  ; and  when  they  returned  from  the  parliament 
they  brought  a writ  for  levying  their  expenses,  by  which  the  aforesaid 
Richard  and  William  de  Wynwyk  the  bailiffs  were  ordered  to  levy  twenty 
pounds  for  the  expenses  of  the  aforesaid  knights  ; whereas  the  com- 
munity of  that  county  could  have  had  by  their  own  election  two  sufficient 
men  to  go  to  the  parliament  for  ten  marks  or  ten  pounds.  And  moreover 
the  same  bailiffs  levied  as  much  for  their  own  use  as  they  did  for  the  use 
of  the  aforesaid  knights.  And  they  say  that  Henry  de  Malton,  while 
he  was  sheriff,  elected  William  de  Slene  and  William  de  Walton  ^ to  go 
to  the  parliament,  without  the  consent  etc.  in  the  same  manner. There- 
fore the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come  etc.  Afterwards  the 
aforesaid  William  comes  and  he  cannot  deny  the  aforesaid  trespasses. 
Therefore  he  is  to  be  kept  in  custody.  Thereupon  Ranulf  Gentil,  William 
de  Twiselton,  Gilbert  de  Wenyngton  and  Thomas  de  Boulton  undertook 
to  have  his  body  from  day  to  day  at  the  king’s  pleasure,  body  for  body. 
Afterwards  the  aforesaid  William  made  fine  for  the  aforesaid  trespasses 
as  appears  on  the  back  of  this  roll.  (Margin  : man) 

Derhis’ 

They  also  say  that  Richard  le  Bold  the  bailiff  took  his  bailiwick  to 
farm  at  one  time  for  20  marks,  at  another  for  24  marks,  and  this  farm  he 
levied  from  the  men  of  the  country,  asking  and  demanding  from  some 
seed  of  corn,  oats,  barley  and  beans,  oblations,  swine,  sheep  and  lambs, 
under  the  pretext  of  a supplication,^  knowing  that  the  people  dared  not 
refuse  those  things  on  account  of  his  malice  ; to  wit,  from  John  son  of 
Simon  de  Gerstan,  half  a bushel  of  barley,^  and  from  Alan  de  Mele  a 
measure  of  beans,  and  so  throughout  the  whole  community  of  that 
wapentake.^  And  they  say  that  when  he  had  to  array  any  inquisition 
he  caused  thirty  or  forty  men  to  be  summoned,  when  he  ought  to  have 
summoned  but  sixteen  or  eighteen,  so  that  by  this  means  he  might  obtain 
money  from  the  richer  people  to  excuse  them  and  burden  the  poorer 

^ Gilbert  de  Haydock  and  Thomas  de  Thornton  represented  the  shire  in  the 
parliament  summoned  to  meet  at  Westminster  on  6 Oct.  1320.  This  presentment 
makes  it  appear  that  William  le  Gentil  was  acting  as  sheriff  before  5 Oct.  1320, 
the  date  on  which,  according  to  the  P.R.O.  List  of  Sheriffs,  he  began  to  account  at 
the  exchequer. 

2 William  de  Slene  and  William  de  Walton  represented  the  county  in  the  parlia- 
ment which  met  at  York  on  6 May,  1319. 

^ MS.  colore  supplicacionis 

^ MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  in  a different  hand. 
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people  ; and  thus  he  habitually  took  payments  for  exemption  from  the 
more  well-to-do  ^ (to  wit,  from  Roger  de  Barton  2s.  and  from  Roger 
Tebaud  i2d.,  and  so  from  several  other  rich  people),  while  the  poor  who 
were  unable  to  give  anything  he  burdened,  to  wit,  Robert  de  Snape  and 
Robert  de  Knapton  and  several  other  poor  men  ; and  he  was  in  ofhc'e 
doing  so  for  two  years.  ^ They  also  say  that  John  son  of  Robert  le  Noreys 
was  bailiff  after  him  for  one  year  and  acted  in  every  respect  in  the  same 
way  as  the  aforesaid  Richard.  And  they  say  that  Richard  de  Molineus 
was  afterwards  in  the  same  office  for  one  year  and  acted  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  aforesaid  Richard  and  John.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is 
ordered  to  cause  them  to  come.  And  [they  say]  that  William  de 
Wynkwyk,  Richard  le  Noreys,  Roger  de  Martynscroft,  Adam  de  Boudon 
and  William  de  Wolueton  (and  John  de  Caillegh^),  under-bailiffs  of  the 
aforesaid  Richard,  John  and  Richard,  behaved  in  the  same  manner  (and 
that  in  every  taxation  they  took  money  from  the  townships  to  help  and 
spare  them^).^  And  they  say  that  whereas  the  chief  bailiff  of  that 
wapentake  ought  to  ride  in  his  bailiwick  with  one  horse  and  one  groom 
to  look  after  his  horse  and  with  only  two  under-bailiffs  on  foot,  now  the 
said  two  under-bailiffs  have  four  grooms  who  intermeddle  in  the  afore- 
said office  to  the  great  loss  of  the  people,  to  wit,  Agnan  ^ de  Acton,  Hugh 
de  Skermersdale,  Henry  le  Shepherde  and  Richard  le  Merser  of  Gerstane, 
who  concern  themselves  with  the  aforesaid  office  as  the  aforesaid  chief 
bailiffs  and  behave  in  the  same  way  inflicting  oppressions  and  the  like  on 
the  people  in  the  wapentake  of  [West]  Derbishire.  Therefore  order  is 
given  to  the  sheriff  to  cause  them  to  come  etc.  Afterwards  there  came 
the  aforesaid  Richard  le  Bold,  John  son  of  Robert  le  Norreys,  Richard  de 
Molineux,  William  de  Wynkwyk,  Richard  le  Norreys,  Roger  de  Martines- 
croft,  Adam  de  Boudon,  (Agnan^)  and  Hugh  de  Skermersdale,  and  each 
of  them  being  asked  separately  upon  the  foregoing  matters  how  he  wishes 
to  clear  himself  concerning  them,  the  aforesaid  Richard  le  Bolde  and 
William  de  Wynkwyk  are  not  able  to  deny  the  aforesaid  trespasses.  And 
the  aforesaid  John  son  of  Robert  le  Norreys  says  that  he  was  bailiff  for 
twenty-five  weeks  only,  and  the  aforesaid  Richard  le  Molineux  says  that 
he  was  bailiff  for  one  year,  and  the  aforesaid  Richard  le  Norreys  says  that 
he  was  bailiff  for  two  years,  and  the  aforesaid  Roger  de  Martinescroft  says 
that  he  was  bailiff  for  one  [year],  and  the  aforesaid  Adam  de  Boudon  says 
that  he  was  bailiff  for  one  year,  and  the  aforesaid  Hugh  de  Skermersdale 
says  that  he  was  underbailiff  for  two  years  ; and  they  cannot  deny  that 
they  are  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses.  Therefore  they  are  committed 
to  prison. 

^ MS.  et  sic  cepit  ipse  redempciones  communiter  de  potenciorihus . 

2 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  in  a different  hand. 

^ MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  added  in  a different  hand. 

* MS.  Anianus  written  over  an  erasure. 
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[Fines,  etc.  :] 

Richard  le  Bolde,  205.  Sureties  : John  son  of  Robert  le  Norreys,  Roger  de 
Molineux,  Richard  le  Norreys.  (Margin  : xx.s.^) 

John  son  of  Robert  le  Norreys,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Richard  le  Bolde  de  Alman- 
deslegh,  Roger  de  Molyneux.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Richard  de  Molineux,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Richard  le  Bolde,  John  le  Norreis 
junior.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

William  de  Wynkwyk,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : John  le  Norreys  junior,  Richard  de 
Bolde,  Roger  de  Molyneux,  Richard  le  Norreys.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Richard  le  Norreys,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : John  le  Norreys  junior,  Richard  le 
Bolde  de  Almaneslegh.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Roger  de  Martinescroft,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Robert  Dou  of  Warington,  Richard 
Bolde  de  Almaneslegh.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Adam  de  Boudon,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : John  de  la  Forde,  Robert  Trauers. 
(Margin  : dj  .mar.^) 

Hugh  de  Skyrmersdale,  ^od.  Sureties  : Roger  de  Molineux,  William  de 
Wynequik.  (Margin  : xl.d.^) 

Agnan  de  Acton,  2.od.  Sureties  : Henry  de  Dukesbury,  Hugh  de  Coudray. 
(Margin  : xx.d.^) 

William  de  Wolueton,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Robert  de  Taldeford,  John  de 
Gosefordsich,  Robert  le  Barbour,  John  del  Marhalgh.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

John  de  Caillegh,  Henry  le  shepherd  and  Richard  le  mercer  have  not  been  found. 
They  are  to  be  made  to  appear  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  Afterwards,  Michaelmas 
term,  19th  year,  Richard  mercer  fined  by  55.,  as  appears  in  the  roll  of  fines  of  that 
term.  (Margin  : v.s.^) 

m.  32d.  (72d.) 

Derhis 

The  jurors  present  that  while  Henry  de  Trafford,  knight,  and  John  de 
Chisenhale  were  assessors  of  the  sixteenth  penny,  ^ they  permitted  their 
clerks  to  take  by  extortion,  etc.  from  the  townships  of  that  county  a large 
sum  of  money  to  the  use  of  those  assessors,  up  to  the  amount  of  ten  marks 
from  the  wapentake  of  [West]  Derbishire  ; to  wit,  from  the  township  of 
Accon  2 4s.,  and  so  [more  or  less]  from  other  towns  according  as  to  whether 
they  were  larger  or  smaller.^  And  that  the  same  Henry  and  William  le 
Gentil,  late  assessors  of  the  eighteenth  penny,^  likewise  permitted  their 
clerks  to  take  from  the  aforesaid  towns  in  the  same  manner  ; and  the 

^ A subsidy  of  one-sixteenth  was  granted  by  parliament  at  Lincoln  on  29  July 
1316,  as  a commutation  for  the  aid  of  footsoldiers  previously  granted  for  the  war 
in  Scotland.  Henry  de  Trafford,  Richard  le  Molyneux  of  Crosby  and  John  de 
Chisenhale  were  appointed  assessors  and  collectors  with  power  to  elect  a clerk 
{Cal.  Pat.  R.,  jjjj-jy,  529-30  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  i,  169  ; ii,  104). 

2 Aughton  ; Ass.  R.  425,  m.  14,  has  Acton. 

^ MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  inserted  in  a different  hand. 

^ An  eighteenth  from  the  counties  was  granted  for  the  war  in  Scotland  by  a 
parliament  which  met  at  York  on  6 May  1319  and  on  the  30th  of  the  same  month 
Henry  de  Trafford  and  William  de  Gentil  were  appointed  assessors  and  collectors  in 
Lancashire  {Cal.  Pat.  R.,  ijiy-zi,  349  ; Pari.  Writs,  II,  i,  197,  210,  213).  Edward’s 
campaign  at  Berwick  in  August  was  broken  up  by  Douglas’s  raid  into  Yorkshire 
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aforesaid  John  de  Chisenhale,  late  assessor  of  the  twentieth  and  the 
fifteenth  penny,  (at  the  two  taxations^)  ^ allowed  his  clerks  in  the  same 
way  to  take  from  the  aforesaid  towns. ^ And  that  John  Trauers,  late 
assessor  of  the  tenth  penny, ^ permitted  his  clerks  to  take  from  the  afore- 
said towns  in  the  same  manner  to  the  great  oppression  of  the  people. ^ 
Therefore  the  sheriff  is  commanded  to  cause  them  to  come  etc.  After- 
wards the  aforesaid  Henry,  John  de  Chisenhale  and  William  came,  and 
they  cannot  deny  that  they  are  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses.  There- 
fore they  are  committed  to  prison.  Afterwards  Adam  de  Radeclif, 
William  de  Muston,  Robert  de  Asshton  and  John  de  Trafford  mainprised 
the  aforesaid  Henry  de  Trafford,  and  John  de  la  Croitz  of  Wygan,  John 
de  Cophull,  John  de  Heye  ^ and  Thomas  de  Sutton  mainprised  the  afore- 
said John  de  Chisenhale,  to  have  their  bodies  at  the  king’s  pleasure, 
bodies  for  bodies,  and  to  make  satisfaction  for  the  ransom  etc.  if  etc. 

Afterwards  Henry  de  Trafford  fined  by  loo  marks.  Sureties  : William  de 
Coudray,  William  de  Chaderton,  John  de  Hescayth,  Robert  de  Asshton,  Alan  de 
Eccleston,  John  de  Asshton,  John  de  Ins,  of  co.  Lane.  (Margin  : C.marS) 

John  de  Chisenhale  fined  by  50  m.  Sureties  : Alan  de  Eccleston,  John  de 
Cophull,  John  de  Wynkedele,  William  de  Farynton,  Thomas  de  Sutton,  Henry  de 
Tunlegh,  of  co.  Lane.  (Margin  : L.mar.^) 

William  le  Gentil  fined  for  the  above,  and  for  other  trespasses  of  which  he  was 
convicted  as  appears  on  the  other  side  of  the  roll,  by  50  m.  Sureties  ; Ranulf 
Gentil,  William  de  Heton,  John  de  Bredkirke,  William  de  Edelston,  Thomas  de 
Bolton,  Alan  Catherton,  of  co.  Lane.  (Margin  : L.mar.^) 

Blakeh’ 

The  jurors  present  that,  at  the  time  when  he  was  bailiff  of  the  wapen- 
take of  Blakebourne,  Gilbert  de  Rysleye  collected  corn  from  all  the 
townships  of  his  bailiwick,  and  those  who  refused  to  give  him  such  corn 

(see  introd.,  p.  xxiv).  This  was  followed  in  October  and  November  by  another 
Scottish  incursion  on  the  west  side  of  the  Pennines  (Ramsay,  Genesis  of  Lancaster, 
I,  109).  The  northern  countries  suffered  so  terribly  from  these  and  earlier  devasta- 
tions that  the  council  had  to  order  the  collection  of  the  tax  in  certain  areas  to  be 
suspended  until  further  instructions.  The  indulgence  was  granted  to  the  whole  of 
Lancashire  by  a writ  of  28  October,  1319  [Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  162  ; Pari.  Writs, 
H,  ii,  143),  but  in  the  following  June  it  was  limited  to  those  persons  whose  goods 
had  been  actually  destroyed  (Cal.  F.R.,  i3ig-2y,  27  ; cp.  Cal.  Cl.  R.,  1318-23,  200). 

^ MS.  vicesimi  quinti  denarii  has  been  altered  by  interlineation  to  read  : vicesimi 
(et^)  quinti  (decimü)  denarii  [ad  duas  taxaciones^).  A twentieth  from  the  counties 
and  a fifteenth  from  cities  and  boroughs  were  granted  in  the  autumn  parliament  of 
1313  and  again  in  the  parliament  of  Hilary,  1315.  William  de  Bradshaw  and  John 
de  Chisenhale  were  made  the  Lancashire  assessors  of  the  former  grant  [Pari.  Writs, 
H,  ii,  1 1 7).  The  names  of  the  taxers  of  the  second  grant  are  not  recorded  in  the 
usual  sources,  but  from  the  above  presentment  it  seems  that  Chisenhale  officiated 
in  that  taxation  also. 

2 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  inserted  in  a different  hand. 

3 See  above,  p.  55,  n.  2. 

^ MS.  The  initial  H appears  to  be  a correction  from  L. 
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he  grievously  wronged  by  unlawful  distraints  ; and  that  the  same  Gilbert, 
and  (John  de  Huytoni)  and  William  de  Reued,  at  the  time  when  they 
were  the  king’s  bailiffs  in  the  wapentake  of  Blakebourne,  each  gave 
Adam  de  Banastre,  the  bailiff  of  fee,  ten  marks  a year,i  when  the  prede- 
cessors of  the  aforesaid  Adam  used  to  hire  bailiffs  to  perform  the  aforesaid 
office  ; and  these  bailiffs  compelled  the  men  of  the  wapentake  to  feed 
them  contrary  to  the  custom  of  the  country  and  to  the  oppression  of  the 
people  ; and  they  frequently  compelled  twelve  men  to  carry  the  panels 
for  making  summonses  on  assizes  and  juries  through  the  townships  of 
their  bailiwick  so  that  they  might  thus  extort  money  from  them,  taking 
in  this  way  M.  from  some,  and  6d.  from  others,  to  the  great  oppression 
of  the  people.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come  etc. 
Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Gilbert,  (John^)  and  William  came  ; and  they 
say  that  this  Gilbert  and  this  William  were  each  bailiff  for  one  year  and 
John  [was  bailiff]  for  (half  a year^),  and  they  are  unable  to  deny  the 
aforesaid  trespasses.  Therefore  they  are  committed  to  prison. 

Later  Gilbert  fines  by  ^ mark  ; sureties  : Gilbert  de  Barton,  Thomas  de  Holm. 
William  de  Reued,  ^od.  ; sureties  : Richard  son  of  Ammeria,  John  de  Doudhull. 
John  de  Huyton,  ^od.  ; sureties  ; Robert  de  Huyton,  Robert  son  of  Henry  de 
Lyuerpol.  (Margin  ; dj.mar.^  xl.d.^  xl.d.^) 


Saif  or  des 

The  jurors  present  that  at  the  assessment  of  the  eighteenth  penny  ^ 
Gilbert  de  Bromiherst,  Alexander  de  Shoresworth  and  William  son  of 
Richard  de  Bradeshawe,  bailiffs  of  the  aforesaid  wapentake,  took  Z2d. 
from  each  township  of  the  aforesaid  wapentake  to  be  of  service  to  them 
in  that  assessment  ^ ; and  that  Robert  de  Holm  and  Walter  le  Hunte, 
bailiffs  etc.,  took  i.2d.  from  each  township  at  the  assessment  of  the  six- 
teenth penny  ^ ; and  the  aforesaid  Gilbert  de  Bromiherst  and  Robert  de 
Holm  and  a certain  Richard  de  Neweham,  bailiffs  etc.,  took  to  the  amount 

^ The  hereditary  royal  bailiwick  of  Blackburn,  together  with  that  of  Amounder- 
ness,  was  held  by  the  Singletons  as  appurtenant  to  their  manor  of  Little  Singleton 
until  towards  the  end  of  the  thirteenth  century,  when  Joan,  sister  and  heiress  of 
Thomas  de  Singleton,  married  Thomas  Banaster  of  Bretherton.  In  1303  Joan, 
then  a widow,  made  a settlement  of  Little  Singleton  and  other  lands  with  remainder 
first  to  her  son  William  and  his  heirs  male,  and  secondly  to  her  son  Adam  Banaster 
(of  the  1315  rebellion  ; Lancs.  Fines,  I,  201).  William  died  before  10  Sep.  1323, 
and  the  Adam  Banaster  named  above  as  bailiff  of  fee  was  his  son  and  heir,  but  being 
a minor  was  a ward  of  the  king  {Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  159-60  ; Cal.  Inquis,  p.m.,  VI, 
288).  The  accounts  of  the  keeper  of  the  earl  of  Lancaster’s  lands  for  1323-4  show 
the  receipt  of  10  marks  from  “ the  farm  of  the  bailiwick  of  the  King’s  serjeanty  of 
Blakeburnshire  ” {Lancs.  Inqs.,  II,  202). 

2 See  above,  p.  121,  n.  4. 

^ MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  in  a different  hand. 

^ See  above,  p.  121,  n.  i. 
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of  £io  from  the  free  tenants  and  farmers  ^ of  their  bailiwick  at  the  time  of 
the  assessment  of  the  tenth  penny  ^ to  serve  their  interests,  to  wit,  from 
Henry  de  Heworth  5s.  and  from  Adam  son  of  Roger  de  Holm  2sA  And 
that  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Holm,  Gilbert  and  Richard  bought  the 
lord  king’s  chattels  which  are  called  weyf,^  to  wit,  a cow  of  John  Madour 
which  they  removed  to  the  county  of  Chester  ; and  they  took  corn  to  the 
lord  king’s  use  in  the  wapentake  of  Saltfordeshire  without  making  any 
payment  and,  none  the  less  for  that,  took  fine  from  several  persons  so 
that  they  should  not  take  corn  from  themA  And  that  the  said  Robert 
received  from  the  wapentake  of  Salfordeshire  eight  marks  which  had 
been  levied  for  the  repair  of  Salford  bridge,  and  still  keeps  them.  And 
that  the  aforesaid  Robert  and  Gilbert  and  one  William  le  Heyward  seized 
three  cows  of  Richard  de  Hilton  in  his  manor  of  Ordesale  and  still  keep 
them. 3 And  that  (Adam  de  Hilton  and^)  Richard  de  Workeslegh,  while 
bailiffs  of  the  aforesaid  wapentake,  and  Richard  Toppyng  (and  Elias 
Bulling^),  under-bailiffs  of  the  same  wapentake,  behaved  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Holm.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  in- 
structed to  cause  them  to  come  etc.  Afterwards  the  aforesaid  (Robert 
de  Holmh)  Gilbert,  Richard  de  Neweham,  (Adamh)  Richard  de  Workes- 
legh, (William  le  Heyward^)  and  Richard  Toppyng  (and  Elias^)  come,  and 
they  cannot  deny  that  they  are  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses.  So  they 
are  committed  to  prison. 

[Fines  :] 

Robert  de  Holm,  2 marks.  Sureties  : William  de  Chaterton,  Thomas  de  Hulm. 
(Margin  : ij.  mar.^) 

Gilbert  de  Bronniherst,  ^ mark.  Sureties  ; Gilbert  de  Barton,  Thomas  de 
Hulm,  Alexander  le  Mey,  Robert  le  Norreys.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Richard  de  Neweham,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Alexander  le  May,  Richard  de  Cleyden, 
Gilbert  de  Bromiherst,  Simon  del  Sclag.  (Margin  ; dj.niar.^) 

William  le  Heyward,  ^od.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Neweham,  Gilbert  de  Ryslegh. 
(Margin  : xl.dS) 

Richard  Toppyng,  40c?.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Neweham,  Alexander  le  Mey. 
(Margin  : xl.d.^) 

Walter  le  Hunte,  40^^.  Sureties  : Alexander  le  Mey,  William  de  Muston. 
(Margin  : xl.d.^) 

Richard  de  Workesle,  i mark.  Surety  : Jordan  de  Workesle.  (Margin  : 
j.mar.^) 

Adam  de  Hilton,  i mark.  Sureties  : William  le  Reued,  John  de  Boulton. 
(Margin  : j.marS) 

Elias  Bullyng,  ^od.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Workesle,  John  de  Boulton.  (Margin  : 
xl.dS) 


^ In  the  sense  of  “ renters  ” or  “ leaseholders  ” ; MS.  firmariis. 
2 See  above,  p.  55,  n.  2. 

^ MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  in  a different  hand. 

^ See  Tupling,  R.  and  Seign.  Bailiffs,  60-1. 
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îïi.  33  (73) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  [THE  PRESENTMENTS]  BEFORE 
w.  [de]  herle  and  [G.]  DE  SCROPE 

Amundernesse 

The  jurors  present  that  William  Gentil,  whilst  sheriff,  maliciously 
arrested  Ranulf  de  Singelton  without  any  cause  and  imprisoned  him 
until  he  made  fine  with  him  by  40s. 

They  also  present  that  Roger  de  Kendale,  clerk,  came  into  that  wapen- 
take with  the  king’s  commission  to  take  corn  for  the  king’s  use  and, 
together  with  Robert  de  Leyburn,  who  was  then  sheriff,  took  35  quarters 
of  oats  ; and  he  has  not  yet  paid  for  them.^ 

They  also  present  that  Nicholas  de  Holden,  the  bailiff,  took  two  oxen 
from  John  Curteys  by  extortion  at  the  time  when  the  Scots  were  in  those 
parts. 

The  jurors  present  that  Walter  son  of  Alan  de  Erium,  under-bailiff 
of  the  bailiwick  of  Lounesdale,  took  [money]  from  the  township  of  Lek 
[Leek]  by  the  hand  of  William  le  Spenser  so  that  he  should  not  burden 
the  aforesaid  township  with  other  services  than  the  services  due,  and  so 
he  took  [money]  from  every  township  in  his  bailiwick  to  the  oppression 
and  impoverishment  of  the  people  (in  the  time  of  the  present  kingi).  And 
that  when  he  caused  inquisitions  to  be  summoned  to  the  county  or  the 
wapentake  court,  the  same  bailiff  caused  thirty  or  forty  [men]  to  be 
summoned,  and  from  them  he  demanded  that  they  should  give  him  pay- 
ment so  that  he  might  excuse  them  and  trouble  others  ; and  in  this  way 
he  took  from  Richard  son  of  William  de  Tatham  from  Thomas  le 
Roper  6d.,  and  so  from  several  others  of  his  bailiwick.  And  that  Henry 
de  Dokesbury,  Henry  le  Grayve  and  William  le  sumter  (and  Adam  de 
Bradeshagh  of  Longetre^),  likewise  under-bailiffs  of  the  wapentake  of 
Leylondschire,  took  [money]  from  many  of  that  wapentake  to  spare  them 
[from  serving]  on  juries  and  inquests,  to  wit,  from  Adam  son  of  Alan  de 
Kerden  iqi.,  and  from  Richard  son  of  Ally  de  Kerden  M.,  and  so  from  all 
others  who  would  give  them  anything,  and  the  poor  and  all  others  of  their 
bailiwick  who  would  give  them  nothing  they  maliciously  vexed  by  bring- 
ing them  summonses  to  serve  on  juries  and  inquisitions  and  elsewhere 
and  in  that  sort  of  way.^  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  charged  to  cause  them 
to  come  etc.  Afterwards  came  the  aforesaid  Walter,  Henry,  Henry  and 
William,  and  when  they  are  asked  concerning  the  foregoing  matters  how 
they  wish  to  acquit  themselves  thereof,  the  aforesaid  Walter  says  that 
he  is  not  guilty  (theroT).  And  with  respect  to  this  he  puts  himself 

1 Cp.  mm.  I5d.  (55d-).  34  (74)- 

^ MS.  maliciose  vexauerunt  in  juratis  et  inquisicionibus  et  alibi  deferendo  panellos 
et  hujus  modi  ; followed  by  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  in  a different  hand. 

These  words  have  been  written  over  an  erasure. 
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on  the  country.  The  jurors  say  on  their  oath  that  as  for  the  aforesaid 
two  shillings  which  he  was  alleged  to  have  taken  from  the  town  of  Lek 
by  the  hands  of  the  aforesaid  William  le  Spenser,  the  aforesaid  Walter 
is  not  guilty  thereof  ; but  they  say  that  the  same  Walter  is  guilty  of  the 
other  trespasses  charged  against  him.  Therefore  he  is  committed  to 
prison.  And  the  aforesaid  Henry,  Henry,  and  William  le  Someter  cannot 
deny  that  they  are  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  trespasses  imputed  to  them. 
Therefore  they  are  committed  to  prison.  And  thereupon  William  de 
Standissh,  John  de  Heskeyth,  William  del  Burgh  and  Adam  de  Hough wyk 
mainprised  the  aforesaid  Henry  and  Henry  to  have  their  bodies  at  the 
king’s  pleasure  etc. 

[Fines  :] 

Henry  le  Greyue,  ^ mark.  Sureties  ; Henry  de  Toube,  Adam  de  Blaynscogh. 
(Margin  : di.mar.^) 

William  le  someter,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Thomas  de  Sutton,  Henry  de  Toube,  of 
CO.  Lane.  (Margin  : di.mar.^) 

Walter  de  Erium,  40s.  for  the  above  and  other  trespasses.  Sureties  : Gilbert  de 
Wenyngton,  John  Banes,  Alan  de  Couplond,  Thomas  de  Boulton.  (Margin  : xl.s.^) 

Adam  de  Bradeshagh,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Henry  de  Dukesbury,  William  de 
Tounleye.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

The  jurors  present  that  Walter  le  Hunte,  the  late  bailiff  of  the  wapen- 
take of  Salfordshire,  extortionately  took  i2d.  from  each  township  in  his 
bailiwick,^  and  that  he  harassed  the  men  of  his  bailiwick  who  were  un- 
willing to  contribute  any  payment  to  him.^  And  that  Alexander  de 
Shoresworth  (and  Adam  de  Hilton^),  late  bailiff [s]  of  the  same  wapen- 
take, took  I2d.  from  every  township  in  their  bailiwick  at  the  assessment 
of  the  eighteenth  penny  ^ for  the  purpose  of  assisting  them  in  the  afore- 
said assessment  ; and  that  they  took  [money]  to  the  amount  of  £10  by 
extortion  from  many  men  of  their  bailiwick  to  spare  them  [from  serving] 
on  inquisitions,  juries  and  the  like.^  And  that  Henry  Bolt  and  William 
le  Hayward,  lately  under-bailiffs  of  the  same  wapentake,  acted  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  aforesaid  Alexander.  And  that  (the  same  William^), 
under  colour  of  his  office  and  without  warrant,  took  three  cows  from 
Richard  de  Hulton  in  his  manor  of  Ordeshale  [Ordsall]  2 ; and  that  he 
often  put  thirty  men  instead  of  sixteen  on  panels  so  that  by  this  means 
he  might  extort  money  from  some  of  them  for  his  own  use  and  excuse 
them. 2 And  that  Robert  de  Derby,  bailiff  of  the  wapentake  of  [West] 
Derbyshire,  acted  in  the  same  manner  and  took  [money]  from  several 
(well-to-do^)^  men  of  his  bailiwick  to  excuse  them  from  being  on  inquests 
and  juries,  while  those  who  were  poor  and  without  means  ^ he  harassed, 
distraining  free  tenants  of  his  bailiwick  for  a fixed  rent  to  be  paid  to  him 
every  year  so  that  he  might  spare  them.^  And  that  Roger  Baret,  formerly 

1 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  in  a different  hand. 

2 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  or  inserted  in  another  hand. 

3 MS.  potentibus.  * MS.  impotentes. 
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bailiff  of  the  same  wapentake,  acted  in  the  same  manner.  Therefore  the 
sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  them  to  come  etc. 

Walter,  Alexander,  William,  Robert  and  Roger  come  and  cannot  deny  etc. 
Therefore  to  prison.  (Margin  : prison) 

Robert  de  Derbi,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : Adam  Par,  John  le  Norreis  junior. 
(Margin  : dj.mav.^) 

Roger  Baret,  2od.  Surety  ; John  de  Lancastre.  (Margin  : xx.d.^) 

Alexander  de  Shoresworth,  i mark.  Sureties  : Richard  de  Workesle,  Thomas 
de  Baumford,  Henry  de  Parys,  Nicholas  de  Medwecroft.  (Margin  : j.mar.^) 
Walter  le  Hunte  and  William  le  Heyward,  as  appears  elsewhere. 

Henry  Bolt  ^ and  Adam  de  Hilton  to  appear  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 

Derhis 

The  jurors  present  that  William  Spynk  and  Thomas  de  Chisenhale, 
formerly  clerks  of  John  de  Chysenhale  and  other  assessors  of  the  eighteenth 
penny  etc.,  took  /[od.  by  extortion  from  every  township  of  the  wapentakes 
of  [West]  Derbishire  and  Salford  for  receiving  the  rolls. ^ 

William  Spynk  comes  and  cannot  deny  the  trespass  ; therefore  to  prison.  Fine, 
I mark.  Sureties  : Gilbert  de  Halsale,  Robert  de  Molineux  (Margin  : j.mar.^). 
Thomas  de  Chesinhale  cannot  be  found  and  is  to  be  brought  up  on  the  octave  of 
Hilary.  Fine  as  in  the  roll  of  fines  of  Hilary  term,  i8th  year. 

m.  33d.  (73d.) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THE  PRESENTMENTS  BEEORE 
W.  HERLE  AND  G.  LE  SCROPE 

Blakeburn 

The  jurors  present  that  Gilbert  de  Rysle,  William  Motoun  and  John 
de  Dodhill,  formerly  bailiffs  of  the  wapentake  of  Blakebourneshire,^  and 
Nicholas  de  Holden,  Nicholas  de  Boulton,  John  de  Boulton,  Ralph  de 
Helm,  Richard  son  of  Emery,  Adam  de  Romundeby  and  Roger  Purd- 
homme,  formerly  bailiffs  of  the  wapentake  of  Cliderhou,^  collected  oats 
and  other  corn  by  extortion  from  every  town  in  their  bailiwick  to  the  great 
loss  of  all  the  people  of  those  parts,  and  they  maliciously  abused  those 
who  would  not  give  them  such  corn.^ 

They  all  appear,  except  Nicholas  de  Holden,  and  are  unable  to  deny  the  trespasses. 
They  are  sent  to  prison  and  afterwards  fine  as  follows  : 

1 MS.  Bost. 

2 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  in  a different  hand.  The  “ rolls  ” were  the 
assessments  for  the  taxation  which  the  sub-taxers  elected  in  each  township  had  to 
prepare  and  hand  over  to  the  chief  taxers  or  assessors  or  their  clerks.  See  Tupling, 
R.  (S'.  Seign.  Bailiffs,  61-62. 

^ Probably  sub-bailiffs  of  the  royal  bailiff  of  the  hundred. 

* Probably  sub-bailiffs  of  the  seignorial  bailiff  of  the  hundred  of  Blackburn  or 
honour  of  Clitheroe. 

® MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined  in  a different  hand. 
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William  Motoun,  40^.  Sureties  : Henry  Motoun,  Robert  Motoun,  Thomas  de 
Doudhill,  Richard  son  of  Emery.  (Margin  : xl.d.^) 

Gilbert  de  Rysle,  as  appears  elsewhere. 

John  de  Doudhill,  ^od.  Sureties  : Thomas  de  Dodhill,  William  le  Taillour. 
(Margin  : xl.dS) 

Nicholas  de  Boulton,  ^ mark.  Sureties  ; Gilbert  de  Ryston,  Adam  de  Cliderhou. 
(Margin  : dj.marS) 

John  de  Boulton  and  Adam  de  Romundby,  ^ mark.  Sureties  : William  de 
Reued,  Ralph  de  Helm.  (Margin  : dj.mar.^) 

Ralph  de  Helm,  ^od.  Surety  : Henry  de  Dukesbury.  (Margin  : xl.d.^) 

Richard  son  of  Emery,  40^^.  Sureties  ; William  de  Reued,  John  de  Boulton. 
(Margin  : xl.d.^) 

Roger  Purdhomme,  2s.  Surety  : John  de  Boulton.  (Margin  : ij.s.^) 

(The  jurors  present  that  John  de  Huyton[?],  under-bailiff  of  the 
wapentake  . . .®) 

Leyland' 

The  jurors  present  that  when  anyone’s  body  happens  to  be  found 
dead  by  felony  or  accident,  Thomas  de  Hale,  the  coroner  in  the  county 
of  Lancaster,  will  not  come  to  make  a view  of  that  body,  but  sends  his  man 
there  to  make  a view  of  the  same  and  to  give  orders  that  the  body  be 
buried  ; and  the  said  Thomas  has  done  this  with  respect  to  Robert  Bus- 
sell and  others  (in  the  time  of  the  present  king^).  And  further,  when  the 
four  next  towns  have  been  summoned  by  that  coroner  to  appear  before 
him  to  do  that  which  belongs  to  the  ofhce  of  coroner,  the  same  coroner 
delays  taking  inquest  thereof  until  each  town  has  paid  him  i2d.,  some- 
times causing  those  inquests  to  be  adjourned  to  Lancaster  or  elsewhere 
at  his  pleasure  until  he  obtains  the  aforesaid  four  shillings  ; and  so  he  has 
done  in  the  case  of  Robert  Bussell,  William  de  Farynton  and  others. 
And  likewise,  whereas  it  is  the  duty  of  coroners  at  inquests  on  felonies 
to  inquire  concerning  the  value  of  felons’  chattels  retained  and  to  deliver 
them  to  the  townships  for  custody  etc.  to  the  king’s  profit  etc.,  the  same 
coroner  neglects  to  do  this,  as  in  the  case  of  the  chattels  of  the  felon 
William  Clyf  and  of  other  felons  in  the  present  king’s  time.  Moreover, 
whereas  it  is  the  custom  in  the  aforesaid  wapentake  for  the  coroner  to 
have  the  upper  garment  of  such  corpses,  the  same  coroner  is  not  satisfied 

MS.  luraiores  présentant  quod  cum  contingat  corpus  alicuius  inueniri  mortuum 
per  feloniam  sen  infortunium,  Thomas  de  Hale  coronator  in  comitatu  Lane'  non  wit 
\vult\  accedere  ad  visum  corporis  mortui  faciendum,  immo  mittit  garcionem  suum  ibi 
ad  visum  faciendum  de  eodem  et  ad  precipiendum  quod  corpus  sepeliatur.  Et  sic 
fecit  dictus  Thomas  de  Roberto  Bussell’  et  aliis  {tempore  regis  nunc^).  Et  preterea 
cum  quatuor  ville  proxiores  premunite  fuerint  per  ipsum  coronatorem  essendi  coram 
ipso  ad  faciendum  id  quod  ad  officium  coronatoris  pertinet,  idem  coronator  inquisicionem 
inde  capere  dilatat  quousque  quelibet  villata  sibi  soluerit  xij.d.,  alioquando  faciendo 
adiornare  inquisiciones  illas  apud  Lanc’  vel  alibi  pro  voluntate  sua  quousque  predictos 
quatuor  solidos  optineat,  et  sic  fecit  de  Roberto  Bussell' , Willemo  de  ffarynton’  et  aliis. 
Et  similiter  cum  pertineat  coronatoribus  ad  inquisiciones  de  feloniis  inquirere  super 
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unless  he  has  the  best  garment  wherever  it  happens  to  be  found,  as  in  the 
case  of  William  de  Farynton  and  others.  Therefore  the  sheriff  is  ordered 
to  attach  him  etc.  And  the  aforesaid  Thomas,  being  present  here  in 
court,  comes  and,  being  asked  how  he  wishes  to  clear  himself  of  the  fore- 
going charges,  is  unable  to  deny  that  he  is  guilty  of  the  aforesaid  tres- 
passes. Therefore  the  same  coroner  is  committed  to  the  marshal  etc. 
Afterwards  the  aforesaid  Thomas  made  fine  with  the  lord  king  for  the 
aforesaid  trespasses  by  a hundred  shillings,  by  the  pledge  of  Wilkam 
Gerard  and  John  de  la  Ford  of  the  county  of  Lancaster,  who  also  under- 
took for  the  same  Thomas  that  from  henceforth  he  would  be  of  good 
behaviour  etc.“i  (Margin  : C.s.^) 

Blakeburn' 

The  jurors  present  that  John  de  Hegham  came  into  that  wapentake 
on  behalf  of  Edmund  earl  of  Lancaster  ^ and  without  warrant  took  from 
the  town  of  Merkesden  [Marsden]  4 quarters  of  oats  worth  14s.,  from  the 
town  of  Cliuachre  [Cliviger]  4 quarters  of  oats  worth  12s.,  from  the  town 
of  Bruneleye  [Burnley]  5 quarters  worth  15s.,  from  the  town  of  Worstorn 
[Worsthorne]  4 quarters  worth  los.,  from  William  de  Hallestede  i quarter 
worth  2s.  6d.,  and  from  the  towns  of  Brereclif  [Briercliffe]  and  Extwysil 
[Extwistle]  3 quarters  of  oats  worth  qs.,  without  making  payment  there- 
for. And  that  the  same  John  took  four  horses  of  divers  men  in  the 
market-place  of  Cliderhowe  in  order  to  carry  his  corn  when  he  had  a 
quantity  of  corn  to  carry,  and  afterwards  took  money  from  the  men  to 
whom  the  horses  belonged  for  releasing  those  horses,  to  wit,  for  one  horse 
2s.,  for  another  i2d.^  And  that  John  de  Midhop,  the  steward  of  Blake- 
burn  in  the  earl  of  Lancaster’s  time,  took  from  John  de  Wynkedle  5s.  as  a 
fine  for  Wodkokhille  [Woodcock  Hill],  from  John  de  Hesthayth  half  a 
mark  for  Totelword  [Tottleworth],  from  Gilbert  de  Lye  for  two  bovates 
of  land  in  Worstorn  [Worsthorne],  and  from  Richard  de  Whitacre  los. 
for  land  in  Whytacre,^  and  so  he  took  fines  for  many  other  [lands]. ^ 

valore  catallorum  felonum  retentorum  et  villatis  liberare  in  custodia  etc.  ad  comodum 
Regis  etc.,  idem  coronator  suhtrait  se  hoc  facere,  vt  de  catallis  Willelmi  Clyf’  felonis  et 
aliorum  tempore  Regis  nunc.  Preterea  cum  consuetudo  sit  in  wapentagio  predicto 
quod  coronator  habeat  superiorem  pannum  huiusmodi  mortuorum,  idem  coronator 
non  tenet  se  contentum  nisi  habeat  melius  indumentum  vbicumque  inueniri  contigerit, 
vt  de  Willelmo  de  ffarynton'  et  aliis.  Ideo  preceptum  est  vicecomiti  quod  attachiet  eum 
etc.  Et  predictus  Thomas  presens  hic  in  curia  venit  ; allocutus  qualiter  se  velit  de 
premissis  acquitare  [sic'\  non  potest  dedicere  quin  sit  culpabilis  de  transgressionibus 
predictis.  Ideo  idem  coronator  committitur  mareschallo  etc.  Postea  predictus  Thomas 
fecit  finem  cum  domino  Rege  pro  transgressionibus  predictis  per  centum  solidos  per 
plegium  Willelmi  Gerard  et  Johannis  de  la  fford’  de  comitatu  LanP  qui  edam  manu- 
ceperunt  pro  ipso  Thoma  quod  amodo  bene  se  geret  etc. 

1 Edmund  earl  of  Lancaster  died  in  1297,  i.e.,  before  Edward  II’s  reign. 

2 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  inserted  or  interlined. 

® High  Whitaker  in  Padiham. 
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The  sheriff  having  been  ordered  to  attach  them  reports  that  they  have  not 
been  found,  so  he  is  to  bring  them  on  the  octave  of  Hilary.  Afterwards  John  de 
Midhop  comes  and  is  unable  to  deny  the  indictment.  He  is  admitted  to  a fine  of 
20S.  by  pledge  of  William  de  Bartaye  and  Robert  de  Plesinton.  (Margin  : xx.sS) 

Lonnesdale 

The  jurors  present  that  William  de  Smalewod,  formerly  bailiff  of  the 
aforesaid  wapentake,  frequently  caused  thirty  or  forty  (men^)  to  be  sum- 
moned on  the  panels  when  fourteen  or  sixteen  were  sufficient,  so  that  by 
this  means  he  might  extract  money  from  some  of  them  to  allow  them  to 
stay  at  home  ; and  that  he  distrained  on  a large  number  of  men  without 
warrant  until  they  made  fine  with  him,  thus  taking  ()d.  from  William 
Godeman,  and  similarly  from  many  others.  And  that  the  same  William 
arrested  three  [men  ?]  ^ by  night,  to  wit,  John  Scot,  Thomas  del  Stanes 
and  Thomas  de  Gressingham,  and  afterwards  for  their  offer  [of  money] 
allowed  them  to  go  free.^ 

The  sheriff  testifies  that  he  cannot  be  found  and  the  case  is  postponed  to  the 
octave  of  Hilary. 

m-  34  (74) 

FURTHER  CONCERNING  THE  PRESENTMENTS  MADE  BEFORE 
W.  DE  HERLE  AND  G.  DE  SCROPE 


Derbis’ 

Leylonds 

The  jurors  present  that  when  Henry  de  Malton,  formerly  sheriff, 
made  his  tourns  in  the  wapentake  of  [West]  Derbishire  and  should  have 
sojourned  there  for  three  nights  only,  the  same  Henry  stayed  in  the  same 
wapentake  for  nine  days,  sometimes  with  nine  horses,  sometimes  with 
eight,  to  the  great  oppression  of  the  people.  And  that  the  same  Henry 
personally  and  through  his  bailiffs  frequently  put  on  the  panels  men 
who  had  not  been  summoned  or  given  notice  for  this  purpose,  so  that  they 
could  know  nothing  thereof  until  they  had  incurred  forfeiture  of  their 
issues  ; and  this  he  did  in  the  case  of  Robert  de  Grille  and  Robert  Samky 
and  several  others  in  the  wapentake  of  [West]  Derbishire  (in  the  time  of 

^ MS.  An  interlineation  at  this  point  has  been  erased. 

2 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined. 

MS.  luratores  présentant  quod  Henricus  de  Malton'  dudum  vicecomes  cum 
faceret  turnos  suos  in  wapentachio  de  Derbis'  et  moram  fecisse  debuisset  in  eodem  per 
tres  noctes  tantum  idem  Henricus  moram  fecit  in  eodem  wapentachio  per  nouem  dies, 
aliquando  cum  nouem  equis,  aliquando  cum  octo,  ad  magnam  oppressionem  populi 
{tempore  regis  nunc^).  Et  quod  idem  Henricus  per  se  et  balliuos  suos  posuit  sepius  in 
panellis  homines  ad  hoc  non  sumonitos  nec  premunitos  qui  nichil  inde  scire  potuerunt 
quousque  exitus  suos  forisfecissent,  et  sic  fecit  de  Roberto  de  Grille  et  Roberto  Samky 
et  pluribus  aliis  in  wapentachio  de  Derbis'  {tempore  regis  nunc^).  Item  iuratores  de 
Leylons'  présentant  quod  idem  Henricus  cum  faceret  turnos  suos  in  wapentachio  isto 
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the  present  king  ^).  Also  the  jurors  of  Leylonshire  present  that  when  the 
same  Henry  made  his  tourns  in  that  wapentake  and  it  happened  that 
some  were  indicted  of  felonies  or  trespasses  committed  against  the  peace, 
he  permitted  them  to  be  at  large  in  the  country  and  would  not  arrest  or 
attach  them  because  of  their  bribes,  and  if  he  did  attach  any  he  released 
them  in  consideration  of  their  bribes,  and  this  he  did  with  Alan  de  Walton 
and  Henry  his  brother  (in  the  present  king’s  time^)  ; so  that  the  men  of  the 
country  are  afraid  to  indict  any  others.  Also  the  jurors  of  Aumundernesse 
present  that  the  same  Henry  arrested  Thomas  de  Singelton  and  Adam  de 
Whitingham  for  venison  trespass  and  imprisoned  them  in  irons  until  they 
made  fine  with  him  by  one  mark  ; and  that  he  released  on  bail  William 
son  of  Alice  de  Stalmyn,  and  William  Seriaunter,  notorious  thieves  who 
had  been  indicted  for  larceny,  when  they  were  not  legally  entitled  to 
bail.~3  Therefore  order  is  given  to  the  sheriff  to  cause  him  to  come  etc. 

Aumondernes’ 

The  jurors  present  that  Roger  de  Kendal,  clerk,  came  into  the  afore- 
said wapentake  with  a commission  of  the  lord  king  and,  along  with  Robert 
de  Leyburn  who  was  then  sheriff,  took  from  sundry  men  in  the  aforesaid 
wapentake  35  quarters  of  oats  for  which  they  have  not  yet  paid.^.  ^ 
And  that  William  de  Rolleston,  the  late  bailiff,  caused  several  men,  to 
wit,  Paulinus  de  Etheleston  and  several  others,  who  had  not  forty  shillings’ 
worth  of  land,  to  be  summoned  on  juries  outside  the  county.^  And  that 
the  aforesaid  Robert  de  Leyburn,  while  he  was  sheriff,  arrested  John  de 
Ashton,  harper,  and  William  de  Treuels,  who  were  indicted  for  several 
thefts,  and  afterwards  released  them  on  bail  though  they  were  not  entitled 
to  bail,  being  notorious  thieves. ^ 

Lounesd' 

Also  the  jurors  (of^)  Lounesdale  present  that  while  Robert  de  Leyburn 
was  sheriff  of  Lancaster  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign, 
there  came  a certain  Roger  de  Astynthwayt,  a clerk,  with  a certain  com- 
mission of  the  lord  king  to  take  oats  and  hams  to  the  lord  king’s  use,  and 
he  caused  150  quarters  of  oats  and  30  hams  to  be  taken  in  Lounesdale 

et  cum  contingeret  aliquos  coram  eo  indictari  de  feloniis  seu  transgressionibus  contra 
pacem  factis  permisit  ipsos  vagare  [sic]  in  patria  nolens  ipsos  capere  seu  attachiare 
pro  suo  dando  et  si  quos  attachiasset  ipsos  pro  suo  dando  deliberauit,  et  sic  fecit  de 
Alano  de  Walton’  et  Henrico  fratre  eius,  per  quod  patriote  timent  aliquos  amplius 
indictare  {tempore  regis  nuncf.  Item  iuratores  de  Aumundernesse  présentant  quod 
idem  Henricus  cepit  Thomam  de  Singelton’  et  Adam  de  Whitingham  pro  transgressione 
venacionis  et  ipsos  imprisonauit  et  in  ferris  posuit  quousque  finem  fecissent  cum  eo  per 
j.  marcam,  et  quod  dimisit  per  pleuinam  Willelmum  filium  Alide  de  Stalmyn  et 
Willelmum  Seriaunter  latrones  notorios  indictatos  de  latrociniis  qui  non  fuerunt  reple- 
giabiles  per  legem  {tempore  regis  nuncf. 

1 MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  interlined. 


2 Cp.  mm.  i5d.,  33. 
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wapentake,  to  wit,  5 quarters  of  oats  and  6 hams  from  the  town  of  Lan- 
caster, 3 quarters  of  oats  from  the  town  of  Caton,  one  quarter  of  oats 
from  the  town  of  Wenynton  [Wennington],  2}  quarters  of  oats  from  the 
town  of  Wraton  [Wrayton],  5 quarters  of  oats  from  Wytington  [Whit- 
tington], 4 quarters  of  oats  from  Boulton  [Bolton-le-Sands],  8 hams  from 
Kortomel  [Cartmel],  2 quarters  of  oats  from  Eton  [Heaton],  3 quarters  of 
oats  from  Scotford  [Scotforth],  the  price  of  each  quarter  being  4s.  and  of 
each  ham  4od.  ; and  so  he  and  the  aforesaid  sheriff  between  them  took 
from  town  to  town  up  to  the  aforesaid  amount  of  150  quarters  of  oats 
and  30  hams  without  paying  anything  for  the  same  A And  that  the  same 
Robert  de  Leyburn,  while  sheriff  etc.,  came  to  Lancaster  priory  and 
arbitrarily  seized  and  carried  off  60  haketons,  30  basinets,  50  pole-axes, 
4 lances,  and  two  gowns  worked  in  fine  linen, ^ which  belonged  to  Robert 
de  Holand  and  were  forfeit  to  the  lord  king.^ 

Leylonds 

Also  the  jurors  of  the  wapentake  of  Leylandshire  present  that  the 
aforesaid  Robert,  sheriff  etc.,  had  a horse  (worth  £10^)  of  the  gift  of 
Thurstan  de  Northele,  which  William  de  Rouyngton,  a servant  of  that 
Thurstan,  had  taken  from  a certain  enemy  of  the  king  who  had  been 
defeated  at  Burton  on  Trent. ^ 

Salfordes 

Also  the  jurors  of  Salfordeshire  present  that  the  aforesaid  Robert  de 
Leyburn,  sheriff  etc.,  took  and  eloigned  from  the  lord  king’s  property 
which  had  belonged  to  Robert  de  Holand  at  Lyuerpol  iron  chains  each  of 
which  contained  25  pieces  of  iron,  a metal  cross,  a rope  for  a drawbridge 
and  two  ropes  for  a trebuchet,^  a vat,  a lead  furnace,  a brass  pot,  a basin 
with  laver,  and  two  hauberks  and  six  haketons,  worth  £4  14s.  8A.,  from  the 
castle  store  ; and  that  he  had  a horse  worth  20  marks  from  Nicholas  de 
Medecroft,  a horse  worth  £40  from  William  de  Rouyngton  and  a horse 
worth  £10  from  Hugh  de  Tettelowe,  which  belonged  to  certain  enemies 
of  the  king  who  were  fugitives  from  Boroughbridge.  And  that  the  same 
Robert  had  from  the  township  of  Mamcestre  five  small  vessels,  an  apothe- 
cary’s silver  plate  ® and  two  silver  salt-cellars,  worth  £18,  and  seven  horses 
worth  7 marks,  which  were  of  the  chattels  of  the  aforesaid  fugitives.’^ 

1 Cp.  mm.  i5d.,  33.  ^ MS.  duos  jupellos  cyndone  coopertos. 

^ MS.  tempore  regis  nunc  inserted  in  a different  hand. 

* MS.  anno  xv°  inserted  in  another  hand. 

® MS.  vnam  cordam  pro  ponte  versatili  et  duas  cordas  pro  trehuchetto.  Trebuchet  = 
siege  machine. 

® MS.  vnum  platum  argenteum  pro  apotecis. 

’ MS.  anno  predicto  inserted  in  another  hand. 
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Blakehourn 

Also  the  jurors  of  the  wapentake  of  Blakebourn  present  that  the  same 
Robert  de  Leybourn,  sheriff  etc.,  took  and  removed  from  the  king’s  goods 
which  had  belonged  to  Robert  de  Holond  at  Samesbury  [Samlesbury] 
56  lances  worth  14s.,  26  pole-axes  worth  6s.  6d.,  6 shields  and  3 basinets 
worth  13s.  6d.,  6 old  leather  sacks,  ^ 9 belts  with  buckles  worth  6\d., 

2 white  horse  hides  ^ worth  'L2d.,  4 old  bridles,  one  old  rope  worth  2d., 

3 pairs  of  ploughs  with  irons  worth  iM.,  2 harrows  with  iron  fittings  ® 
worth  2od.,  one  linen  cloth  worth  6d.,  2 waggons  worth  i.2d.,  2 quarters 
of  wheat  worth  2 marks,  2 quarters  5 bushels  of  barley  worth  12s.  6d., 
and  35  quarters  of  oats  worth  io6s.  6d.^ 

Order  having  been  given  to  the  sheriff  for  their  appearance,  he  attests  that  they 
are  not  to  be  found.  He  is  to  arrest  them  for  appearance  on  the  octave  of  Hilary. 
Afterwards  in  Hilary  term,  i8th  year,  Roger  de  Kendale,  clerk,  called  Roger  de 
Astynthwayt,  makes  fine  by  205.  as  appears  in  the  roll  of  fines  of  that  term.  (Margin  : 
fin  xx.s.^) 

m-  34d.  (74d.) 

Salford’ 

The  jurors  present  that  John  Flemyng,  Henry  de  Lacy,  John  de 
Rybourne,  John  del  Clay  and  Thomas  de  Tothill  came  by  night  to  Mylne- 
houses  in  Rachedale  (in  the  fifteenth  year^)  and  there  took  (of  the  goods 
of  rebels  etc.^)  horses,  equipment,  and  money,  to  the  value  of  ;fioo,  and 
led  and  carried  them  away.  The  sheriff  is  therefore  ordered  to  attach 
them  etc.  Afterwards  the  sheriff  testifies  that  they  have  not  been  found 
and  they  have  nothing  etc.  So  the  sheriff  is  charged  to  take  them  if  etc. 
and  safely  etc.  so  that  he  may  produce  them  in  person  before  the  king 
on  the  octave  of  Hilary  wherever  etc.  Afterwards  on  the  octave  of 
Michaelmas  in  the  eighteenth  year  of  the  present  king’s  reign  came  the 
aforesaid  John  Flemyng,  whereupon  the  lord  king  sent  his  letter  close  to 
Geoffrey  le  Scrope  and  his  fellows,  justices  appointed  to  hold  the  pleas 
before  that  king,  in  these  words  : Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  king  of 
England,  lord  of  Ireland  and  duke  of  Aquitaine,  to  his  beloved  and  faithful 
Geoffrey  le  Scrope  and  his  fellows,  justices  appointed  to  hold  the  pleas 
before  us,  greeting.  Whereas  we  have  granted  and  ordained  that  those 
who  were  of  our  company  in  obedience  to  us  in  the  pursuit  of  certain  our 
rebels  who  had  lately  risen  against  us  in  hostile  manner  shall  not  be  in 
any  way  molested  or  harassed  at  our  suit  or  the  suit  of  any  other  on 
account  of  the  goods  which  they  took  and  seized  from  such  rebels  and 
their  adherents  in  the  aforesaid  pursuit  in  our  company  from  the  seven- 

^ MS.  vj  saccos  de  cor'  veter' . ^ MS.  duo  coria  [?]  equina  alba. 

® MS.  ij  here'  cu'  apparat'  de  ferr'. 

^ MS.  anno  predicto  interlined  in  a different  hand.  With  this  entry  cp.  Ass.  R. 
425,  m.  i4d. 
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teenth  day  of  October  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  our  reign  to  the  fifth  day 
of  April  next  following,  we  command  that  you  do  not  permit  our  dear 
and  faithful  John  Flemyng  to  be  impleaded  or  harassed  at  our  suit  or  the 
suit  of  another  by  reason  of  the  goods  which  he  took  and  seized  from 
the  aforesaid  rebels  and  their  adherents  in  the  pursuit  aforesaid  in  our 
company.  Witness  myself  at  Guildford,  the  ninth  day  of  October  in  the 
eighteenth  year  of  our  reign. — And  because  the  court  here  is  not  yet 
informed  as  to  the  day  and  year  when  the  aforesaid  John  Flemyng  took 
the  aforesaid  chattels  etc.,  the  sheriff  is  ordered  to  cause  the  jurors  by 
whom  the  same  John  and  the  others  were  indicted  for  taking  the  afore- 
said chattels  to  come  before  him,  and  (having  made  diligent  inquiry  by 
their  oath  concerning  the  day  and  year  aforesaid^)  to  send  the  inquisition 
etc.  plainly  and  openly  made  under  his  seal  and  [their]  seals  etc.  before 
the  king  on  the  octave  of  Hilary  wherever  etc.  And  on  this  day  the 
sheriff  returned  a certain  inquisition  made  by  the  oath  of  the  aforesaid 
jurors  by  whom  etc.,  who  say  etc.  that  the  aforesaid  John  Flemyng  and 
the  others  took  and  seized  the  goods  and  chattels  aforesaid  on  Thursday 
next  before  the  feast  of  St.  Benedict  the  Abbot  in  the  fifteenth  year  of 
the  present  king’s  reign  [i8  March  1322]  while  pursuing  certain  rebels  of 
the  king.  And  because  it  is  clear  by  the  aforesaid  inquisition  that  the 
aforesaid  goods  and  chattels  were  taken  from  the  aforesaid  rebels  between 
the  aforesaid  seventeenth  of  October  and  the  fifth  of  April  etc.,  therefore 
the  same  John  Flemyng  may  go  quit  thereof  etc. 
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Abram  (Adburghham,  Abberham,  Ad- 
burham),  Henry  de,  ii*,  30,  36,  96  ; 
Henry  s.  Richard  de,  48  ; Richard 
s.  John  de,  48 

Acres  (Accres,  Akeres,  Akres),  John  de 
(del),  52,  78,  80,  97,  106*,  107 
Acton,  see  Aughton 
Acton,  Agnan  de,  120*,  121 
Adburghham,  Adburham,  see  Abram 
Adlington,  xliii 

Adlington  (Adelyngton,  'Adelynton), 
Adam  s.  Hulecok  de,  86  ; Henry  de, 
95,  97,  loi  ; John  de,  43  ; Thomas 
de,  86,  94*  ; Thomas  s.  Thomas  de, 
94 

Aigburth  (Aykeberewe),  102 
Ainsworth  (Haynesworth),  xlvii,  39 
Ainsworth  (Eynesworth,  Hanesworth, 
Haynesworth),  Elcock  de,  39  ; Elias 
de,  81*,  93  ; Robert  de,  81,  84 
Akeres,  Akres,  see  Acres 
Aldingham  (Aldyngham),  56 
Aldington  (Aldyngton),  Henry  de,  89 
Alisachre,  Ranulf  de,  87 
Alkrington,  xxxiv 

Almandeslegh,  Almaneslegh,  see  under 
Bold,  Richard  le 

Alta  Rypa,  Godfrey  s.  William  de,  99 
Altham  (Aluetham),  99 
Altham  (Aluetham),  John  s.  Adam  s. 
Hugh  de,  103  ; John  s.  Simon  de, 
99,  100*  ; Richard  s.  Adam  s.  Hugh 
de,  103  ; Richard  s.  Simon  de,  99, 
100*  ; Simon  de,  72  ; Thomas  de, 
99,  100* 

Altrincham  (Altringham),  Adam  s. 

Adam  de,  86,  115 
Aluetham,  see  Altham 
Alvandley  (Aluandelegh,  Aluandeleye, 
Daluyndeleye),  Richard  (de),  52,  82, 
86,  106  ; see  also  under  Bold 
Alyngden,  see  Hallingden 
Amory,  Roger  de,  116,  117 


Amounderness  (Aimundernesse,  Amun- 
dernesse,  Aumundernessh’) 
Hundred,  dean  of,  54 

, keepers  of  the  peace  in,  Ixi  n.,  108* 

, serjeanty  of,  123  n. 

Anderton,  xxxvii,  48 
Anderton,  Adam  de,  46,  47  ; Robert  de, 
52,  69,  74,  94,  97  ; Roger  de,  46,  47  ; 
William  de,  1,  46,  47,  49*  , 52,  68  *, 
69,  93,  95  ; sons  of  William  de,  1,  46  ; 
William  s.  Thomas  de,  33*,  95* 
Anstiby,  William,  65 
Apeden,  see  Hapton 

Aplinton  (Applynton),  Richard  de,  48*,  93 

Appeden,  Roger  de,  72 

Archer,  John  and  Richard,  ss.  Henry  le, 

II* 

Ardros,  Serlo  de,  64*,  66 
Arkholme  (Erghom),  63,  65 
Arundel,  earl  of  (Edmund  Fitzalan), 
xvii-xix,  xxiii,  xxvii 
Ashbourne  (Asshebourne,  Assheburne), 
xxxii,  65*,  74 

Ashburn  (Assheburn,  Essheburne),  John 
s.  Richard  de,  52,  78 
Ashes  (Aysshes),  Richard  s.  Roger  del, 
xliv  n.,  42* 

Ashhurst  (Ashirst,  Asshehirst,  Asshe- 
hurst,  Assherst,  Asshherst),  Adam 
de,  59,  69,  70*,  71,  82,  91  : Richard 
de,  52,  53,  84 

Ashley  (Asseleye,  Asshele,  Asshlegh), 
Hamo  (Hamon,  Hamonet)  de,  41, 
86,  88  ; Richard  de,  41,  86 
Ashton  (Assheton,  Asshton,  Asshtonn), 
Adam  de,  86  ; John  de,  37,  52,  72, 
82,  83,  95,  122  ; John  de,  le  Harper, 
96,  131  ; Robert  de,  95,  112,  115, 
1 16,  122*  ; Thomas  de,  86  ; William 
de,  108  ; William  s.  Roger  de,  74,  80 
Aspecroft,  William  de,  84 
Aspeden,  John  de,  82,  104*  ; Roger  de, 
82,  84,  104* 
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Asshhon,  Adam  s.  Hugh  de,  86 
Asshowe,  Adam  de,  34  ; Robert  de,  47 
Asthurst,  Richard  de,  56 
Aston,  John  de,  108 

Astonthwaite  (Aston’thayt,  Astyn- 
thwayt),  Roger  de,  see  under 
Kendal 

Athelington,  Thomas  de,  85 
Atherton,  Adam  (de),  15,  31  ; Henry  de, 
79,  94,  106  ; Hugh  de,  80  ; Roger 
(de),  15,  31,  93.  94 
Aughton  (Accon,  Acton),  121 
— , rector  of,  90,  102*,  104,  107 
Aughton  (Aghton),  Henry  de,  95  ; 

Walter  de,  37 
Aykeberewe,  see  Aigburth 
Ayleston  (Aileston),  Robert  de,  xli*,  xlii, 
2,  3,  67,  69,  84,  91,  98 
Ayndropsone,  Hundekyn  de  Wolleye,  1 7 
Aysshes,  see  Asshes 

Badlesmere,  Bartholomew,  Lord,  xxiii, 
xxiv  n.,  xxvi-xxvii,  xxxii  n.  ; Lady, 
xxvii* 

Baguley  (Baggele,  Baggelegh,  Bagge- 
leye),  Geoffrey  de,  86  ; John  s.  Hugh 
de,  86  ; Nicholas  de,  86  ; Richard  s. 
Hugh  de,  86  ; Sir  William  de,  41*, 
86,  88  ; William  s.  Hugh  de,  86 
Baildon,  Adam  de,  99,  109  ; John  de, 
109  ; William  de,  99,  109 
Baker(e)  {Pistor),  Adam  le,  78,  82*,  84  ; 
Adam  le,  of  Hale,  85,  97  ; Adam  le, 
of  Huyton,  52 

Balderston  (Baldreston),  Richard  de,  108 
Baldock,  Robert  de,  chancellor,  99  n. 
Balne,  Robert  de,  14,  16 
Balrig  (Balrik),  Henry  de,  93,  94,  95  ; 

John  s.  John  de,  18*,  23 
Bamburgh,  John  de,  rector  of  Winwick, 
23  n. 

Bamford  (Banford,  Baumford,  Baun- 
ford),  Elcock  de,  1 13-14  ; Elias  de, 
52,  82,  83,  104  ; John  de,  113*  ; 
Richard  de,  113*  ; Thomas  de,  82, 
83,  104,  127  ; Thomas  de,  senior, 
52  ; Thomas  s.  Adam  de,  30* 
Banaster,  Adam  de,  bailiff,  123  ; Sir 
Adam,  xxix  n.,  xlii-xlvii,  38-9, 
42-4,  46*,  49,  58*,  61,  67,  79*,  85, 
123  n.  ; Geoffrey,  85*,  89,  94; 

Geoffrey  s.  Roger,  94  ; Henry,  61, 
71  ; Henry  s.  Richard  de,  52-5  ; 
John,  94  ; John  s.  Roger,  67*,  68, 
69,  93  : Nicholas  de,  xlv,  44*,  90, 
93  ; Richard,  85*,  89  ; Richard  s. 
Roger,  94  ; Robert,  xix  n.  ; Thomas, 
22,  23,  24,  25,  34,  44,  48,  56,  57*  ; 
Sir  Thomas,  xlvi  and  n.,  45,  46,  67, 
68*,  95,  107*  ; Warin,  27,  28*,  43, 


49,  84,  85*,  90  ; William,  61  ; Wil- 
liam s.  Joan  de,  123  n. 

Banaster  of  the  (del)  Bank  (Bretherton), 
John,  xlviii  n.,  37,  68,  72,  108* 

— of  Bretherton,  Thomas,  123  n.  ; Wil- 

liam, 68,  92,  94 

— of  Newton,  xliii  n. 

— of  Walton  in  the  Dale,  Henry,  20*, 

38*  ; William,  71 
Banasters,  the,  1 
Banes,  John,  126  ; William,  93 
Bank  (Bonk,  of  Hale),  Adam  del,  52,  96, 
97,  107  : Richard  of  the,  40,  77,  80, 
84  ; Robert  del,  33,  34,  40,  61-2,  77, 
78*,  80-2,  84,  96  ; Thurstan  del,  33, 
34,  40,  61-2,  80-3,  96 
Banneville,  Thomas  de,  87,  89 
Bannockburn,  battle  of,  xix,  xx 
Barbour  (Barber),  Robert  le,  90,  91,  93, 
95.  121 

Baret,  John,  84  ; Robert,  97  ; Roger, 
70,  95.  97,  126,  127* 

Bargoyne,  William,  43 

Barker(e),  Adam  le,  62  ; Geoffrey  s. 

Hugh  le,  36,  37  ; Roger  le,  77,  78 
Barle,  John  de,  85 

Barlow(e),  Roger,  42  ; Thomas  s. 

Robert  de,  24*,  30,  31* 

Barnard  castle,  xxxvii 
Bartaill,  William  de,  66 
Bartaye,  William  de,  130 
Barton-on-Irwell,  77,  87 
Barton  (Bartoun),  Alan  de,  70,  71,  96, 
97  ; Gilbert  de,  52,  78,  82,  84,  112, 
123,  124  ; John  de,  42,  71,  94,  108  ; 
John  de,  of  Hale,  80  ; Robert  s. 
Jordan  de,  32*  ; Roger  de,  120 
Barwe,  Adam  de,  84 
Bateman,  Roger,  80,  82 
Bathe,  Richard  s.  Adam  de,  29 
Batteson,  John,  no 
Baumuill,  Thomas  de,  40 
Bayard,  Roger,  87 
Beaumont,  near  Carlisle,  xxxvii 
Beauchamp,  Guy  of,  earl  of  Warwick, 
xvi-xx 
Bedford,  li  n. 

Beeston  castle,  xxxii  n. 

Belfield  (Belefeld),  Adam  de,  113 
Belhagh  (Belhawe),  Robert  de,  24,  35 
Berdishull,  see  Buersill 
Bergh,  see  Burgh 
Berkhampstead  castle,  xxxiv  n. 
Bertington,  John  de,  29 
Berwick,  xvii,  xix  ; capture  of,  xxiii  ; 
siege  of,  xxiv 

Beselegh,  Nicholas  de,  94  ; Robert  de, 
92  ; Roger  de,  92,  94 
Beston  (Buston),  David  de,  87,  88 
Bethinton,  Philip  de,  87  ; Thomas  de,  87 
Beverley,  xxxviii  and  n. 
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Bickerstaffe  (Bikerstaf,  Bikerstath, 
Bykerstaf,  Bykerstath),  Adam  de, 
xliv  n.,  37,  41,  68,  69*,  85,  93,  94, 
103,  105-6  ; Dionysia  de,  35  ; Gil- 
bert de,  xliv  n.,  27,  28*,  42,  43*,  47, 
49,  67-9,  89,  93,  95,  105*  ; Henry 
de,  43*,  49,  84,  85*  ; Henry  de, 
clerk,  xliv  n.,  27,  28*  ; Henry  s, 
Simon  de,  92*,  102,  103  ; John  de, 
43»  49  » John  s.  Ralph  de,  24,  25, 
36  ; Ralph  de,  39*,  49  ; Sir  Ralph 
de,  xix  n.,  xliv  and  n.,  xlvi  and  n., 
43,  44,  46  ; Simon  de,  47,  48,  68*, 
69,  89,  93,  94,  95,  103,  104,  105*  ; 
William  de,  67*,  68,  69,  93,  95,  102 
Bickerstaffes,  the,  1 

Bickerton  (Bikerton,  Bykerton),  John 
de,  22,  23,  34,  56,  57* 

Birches,  William  del,  31,  36,  77,  80,  93 
Birkhead  (Birkheued),  Hugh  de,  95  ; 

Richard  s.  Robert  de,  ii*,  12 
Blackburn  Hundred  (Blackburnshire), 
bailiffs  of,  liv,  122-3,  127 
• — — , chases  of,  xli,  lii,  98  ; see  also 
under  Hoddlesden,  Pendle,  Ros- 
sendale,  Trawden 

— — , keepers  of  the  peace  in,  Ixi  n.,  108* 

— — , serjeanty  of,  123  and  n. 

— — , steward  of,  129 

— — , vaccaries  of,  lii,  99 
Blackburn  (Blakburn,  Blakbourn,  Blake- 

bourne,  Blakeburn),  Adam  s.  Wil- 
liam de,  103,  104  ; Agnes  de,  xliii  ; 
Henry  de,  20*,  61,  97  ; John  de, 
xliii  ; Robert  de,  41,  51,  52*,  53,  69, 
71,  82,  83,  84*,  90,  106,  107*  ; 
Robert  s.  John  de,  44*  ; William 
de,  85 

Blacklow  Hill,  xviii 

Blackrod  (Blakerode),  xlix-li,  33*,  41, 

■Di 

Blainscough  (Blaynscogh),  Adam  de,  126 
Blaunchlond,  John  de,  15,  16 
Bleasdale  (Bleysdale)  chase,  xxxvi,  lii, 
103 

Bletherhose,  Adam,  xlviii  and  n.,  lo-ii, 
15-16,  31-2,  34-6,  38,  39,  58,  70,  75, 
77,  78,  80,  89,  91,  92,  96,  100,  102, 
109,  no 

Blodesone,  Richard,  47 
Blok,  Robert,  15,  16 
Blundel,  William  s.  Thomas,  102,  107 
Bochecollok  (Bochekollok),  Adam,  99*, 
109  ; Thomas  s.  John,  99 
Bohun,  Humphrey,  earl  of  Hereford, 
xvi-xviii,  xxiii,  xxv-xxviii 
Bokeleye,  see  Buckley 
Bold(e),  Ellota  (Helota)  de,  13,  56  ; 
Henry  de,  79  ; Richard  de  (le),  52, 
84,  108,  12 1 ; Richard  de,  bailiff, 
1 1 8,  1 1 9-1 2 1 ; Richard  le,  de 
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Almandeslegh,  12 1*  ; Richard  de, 
de  Aluandley,  52  {see  also  under 
Alvandley)  ; Robert  de,  79,  118; 
Roger  s.  Matthew  de,  84 
Bolneys,  Adam,  44,  49 
Bolour,  William  s.  Richard  le,  87 
Bolt,  Henry,  126,  127  ; Robert,  16 
Bolton-le-Sands  (Boulton),  132 
Bolton  (Boulton),  Alan  de,  41  ; Elias  de, 
93  ; John  de,  71,  72,  93,  94,  124, 
127,  128*  ; Nicholas  de,  127,  128  ; 
Richard  s.  John  de,  28,  46  ; Robert 
s.  John  de,  98,  100*  ; Roger  de,  93, 
103,  104  ; Thomas  de,  95,  119,  122, 
126 

Bolton,  Little  (Boulton  parua,  Lytel- 
boulton),  Roger  of,  31,  68,  69,  100 
Bolyngton,  Adam  de,  no 
Bonk,  see  Bank 

Booth  (Bothe),  Robert  del,  76,  79,  81*, 
82 

Boroughbridge,  see  Subject  Index 
Boston,  Richard  de,  69 
Boteler,  Botiller,  see  Butler 
Botlyng,  William  de,  52 
Boton  (Botonn,  Botoun),  Henry,  13*, 
56  ; Richard,  39 
Boudon,  Adam  de,  70,  120*,  121 
Bower  (Bouer,  Boure),  John,  le  Fleccher, 
89  ; Robert  del,  87 
Bowet,  Ranulf,  63,  65 
Rowland  forest,  59*,  60 
Bowyer,  Henry  s.  Henry  le,  n* 

Boydel  (Boidel),  Hugh  (le),  47,  87,  93, 
95  ; John,  87  ; Robert  le,  47,  87, 
93»  95  »■  Sir  William,  86 
Bradkirk  (Bredkirke,  Bredekirk,  Bred- 
kyrke),  John  (de),  42,  51,  52,  53,  84, 
108,  122 

Bradley  (Bradele,  Bradeleye,  Bradelegh), 
Thurstan  de,  40*,  52,  80,  84  ; Wil- 
liam de,  87 

Bradshaw  (Bradeschagh,  Bradeshagh, 
Bradeshawe,  Bradshaigh),  Adam 
de,  51,  52,  53,  79,  84,  93,  94*  ; Adam 
de,  of  Langtree,  85,  86,  125,  126; 
Henry  de,  52*,  69,  84*,  94,  95,  104  ; 
Mabel  de,  xliii,  xlix,  1 ; Richard  de, 
79»  93»  94  ; Richard  s.  John  de,  27, 
28,  43,  49,  52  ; Roger  de,  79  ; Wil- 
liam de,  93  ; Sir  William  de,  xix  n., 
xxix  n.,  xli,  xlii,  xliii-xlvi,  xlix-li, 
lii  n.,  10-12,  15*,  24*,  33-4,  37,  41, 
42-51,  57*,  59*,  67*,  68*,  85,  95, 
122  n.  ; William  s.  Adam  de,  93, 
94*  ; William  s.  John  de,  1,  43,  46, 
47»  93»  95  ; William  s.  Richard  de, 
43»  123 

Brandok,  Richard,  78 
Braose  fam.,  xxv 
Brechegirdel,  Richard,  87 
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Bredbury  (Bredburi),  Adam  de,  36,  115 
Bredkirk,  see  Bradkirk 
Bren,  Llewelyn,  xxii 
Brereton  (Brerton,  Brirton),  William  s. 

William  de,  87,  88 
Bretargh,  William  de,  96 
Bretherton,  Warin  de,  84,  86 
Bride,  William,  87 
Bridlington,  canon  of,  xlvii  n. 

— priory,  xxxviii 
Brierclide  (Brereclif),  129 
Briggesmansone,  John  the,  18 
Brindle  (Burnhull),  Peter  de,  68,  106,  108 
Brirton,  see  Brereton 
Bristol,  xxvii  n. 

Brockholes  (Brokhole),  Adam  de,  69, 
108* 

Brok,  Geoffrey  del,  82 
Brome,  Richard  de,  86 
Bromihurst  (Bronniherst,  Bronnyhurst) , 
Gilbert  de,  82,  112*,  116,  123-4 
Broughton  (Burghton,  in  Salford),  78 
Broun,  William,  93 
Broun  de  Wyco,  Richard,  102 
Brounolsheued(Brounolsheuede,  Brouno- 
luesheued,  Bronouesheued),  Sir 
Roger  de,  15,  16*,  91* 

Brounrobyn,  Robert,  29 
Broxop  (Broksopp),  Richard  s.  Matilda 
de,  30  ; William  s.  Jordan  de,  30 
Bruce,  Edward,  in  Ireland,  xxi  and  n. 
Bruce,  Robert,  assists  Irish  revolt,  xxi 
and  n.  ; captures  Berwick,  xxiii  ; 
Edward  II’s  campaigns  against, 
xvi-xvii,  xix  ; invades  northern 
England  (1311-13)  xix,  (1314-15)  xx, 
(1316)  xxii,  (1322)  xxxvi-xxxvii,  48 
Bruche,  Henry  del,  62 
Buck,  Elias,  99,  109  ; Robert,  99,  109 
Buckley  (Bokeleye,  Buckele),  Adam  de, 
113-14 

Buersill  (Berdeshull,  Berdishull),  Adam 
de,  103,  104 

Bulk,  Elias,  99  ; John  s.  Robert,  99  ; 
Robert,  99 

Bulkeleye  (Bolkeleye),  David  de,  Robert 
de,  40  ; Robert  de,  junior,  88  ; 
Thomas  de,  40  ; William  de,  40 
Bulling  (Bullyng),  Adam  de,  43  ; Elias, 
124*  ; William,  108 
Bunte,  Henry,  80,  84 
Burgh,  see  Burrow  with  Burrow 
Burgh  (Bergh),  Adam  del,  84,  104  ; John 
de,  18  ; Richard  del,  85  ; Roger  de, 
64  ; William  de  (del),  93,  126  ; Wil- 
liam de,  of  Duxbury,  78 
Burghton,  see  Broughton 
Burleghe,  John  de,  86 
Burnhull,  see  Brindle 
Burnley  (Bruneleye),  129 
Burrow  with  Burrow  (Burgh),  56 


Burscough  (Burescogh,  Burscogh), 
Richard  de,  89*,  95,  97,  loi 
Burstwick  (E.R.  Yorks.),  xxxviii 
Burton-on-Trent,  xv,  xxviii,  xxxii, 
xxxiii,  xxxiv,  4,  5,  65,  80,  83  n. 

— , fugitives  from,  xxix  n.,  132 
Bury,  xxxiv,  77,  87 
— , rector  of,  80-82,  103,  107* 

Bury  (Biri,  Burryj,  Adam  (de),  16,  20*, 
22,  28,  46  ; Adam  s.  Thomas  de, 
30  ; Sir  Henry  de,  xliv  and  n.,  xlvi, 
xlix,  25*,  42*,  47,  50-1  ; John  s. 
John  del,  28  ; Richard  de,  alias 
Radcliffe,  80-2 

Bussel(l),  John,  92,  94  ; Robert,  128* 
Busshel,  John,  52,  86,  93  ; Robert,  14 
Buston,  see  Beston 

Butler  (Boteler,  Botiller),  Cecilia  de,  li, 
67-8  ; Henry  s.  Norman  le,  29  ; 
Richard  le,  33*,  67,  68  ; William  le, 
17  ; Sir  William  le,  108 
Butterworth  (Boterworth,  Buterworth), 
Henry  de,  1 13-14 
Bykerton,  see  Bickerton 
By  land,  battle  of,  xxxviii 
Bynd,  John  s.  Roger,  24*,  35-7 
Byron  (Byronne),  Henry  de,  78  ; Sir 
John  de,  Ivin.*,  Ivii,  Iviii  n.*,  53  n. 

Caerphilly  castle,  xxii 
Caluerhale,  William  de,  102 
Calveley  (Calvelegh),  John  de,  87 
Carleton  (Carlton,  Karlton),  Henry  de, 
69  ; Peter  de,  99*,  109 
Carlisle,  xx,  xxxvi 
— castle,  xxxix 
Carnforth,  xxxvi 

Carpenter  (Charpenter),  Henry  le,  10  ; 

Richard  le,  43,  44  ; William  the,  103 
Carr  (Kar),  William  del,  48 
Carrickfergus,  xxi 

Carrington  (Carington,  Carynton,  Kar- 
inton),  John  de,  86  ; John  s.  Simon 
de,  87  ; Jordan  de,  31,  32  ; Thomas 
de,  30,  86 

Cartmel  (Kortomel),  xxxvi,  132 
Castane,  Adam,  60,  61 
Castle  (Castel,  Chastel),  Adam  de  (del), 
94,  95  ; Henry  de  (del),  42,  43,  47, 
93.  9b 

Cateby,  Robert  de,  39 
Catherton  (Cathirton),  Adam  de,  16  ; 
Alan,  122 

Catlow  (Cattelowe),  Robert  s.  Hawise  de, 
103  : Robert  s.  Henry  de,  109*  ; 
Thomas  s.  Henry  de,  109 
Caton,  132 

Caton,  Lawrence  de,  103 
Caudray,  see  Coudray 
Cay,  see  Ksiy 

Cayley  (Cailegh,  Caillegh,  Calegh,  Cayle, 
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Caylegh,  Kayley),  John  de,  120, 
12 1 : Robert  de,  39,  96,  103  ; 
Robert  de,  parker  of  Pimbo,  91  ; 
see  also  under  Holland 
Cayton,  John  de,  103 
Chadderton  (Chaderton,  Chadreton, 
Chaterton),  Alexander  de,  81,  83, 
1 16  ; William  de,  52,  82*,  83,  97, 
108  n.,  122,  124 

Chaddock  Hurst  (Cheydokhirst),  xlix,  4, 
5.  31 

Chaddock  (Chaydok),  Henry  de,  78 
Chaplain,  Henry  the,  of  Salford,  115  ; 
John  del  (de  la)  Lawe,  44*,  103,  109  ; 
John  s.  Henry  de  Manchester,  30  ; 
Richard  Trostel,  86  ; Thomas  de 
Bury,  30  ; William  s.  Alan  de  Man- 
chester, 36  ; William  s.  Alcock  de 
Manchester,  75  ; of  William  Gerard, 
107 

Chapman,  Richard  le,  of  Rainford,  29, 
30,  3T  57 

Charlton,  John,  lord  of  Powys,  xxii 
Charnock  Richard  (Chernok),  xliv,  xlvii, 
38.  43 

Charnock  (Chernok),  Adam  de,  37,  52*, 
69*,  86,  94  ; Adam  s.  Jordan  de, 
43  ; Robert  de,  39*,  41  ; William 
de,  42*,  49 

Charpenter,  see  Carpenter 
Chastel,  see  Castle 

Cheadle  (Chedell,  Chedhull,  Chedle, 
Chetele),  Adam  s.  Ralph  de,  86  ; 
Henry  s.  Ralph  de,  86  ; Hugh  de, 
86  ; John  de,  40,  41  ; Thomas  de, 
40,  41,  86,  88,  115* 

Cheetham  (Chetham),  77,  87 
Chernelegh  (Cherneligh),  William  (de), 
71,  82 

Chernok,  see  Charnock 
Cheshire  (Chesterschire,  Chestreshire), 
Richard  de,  14,  16,  98  ; Thomas  de, 
10  ; William  de,  79 
Chester  castle,  xxxii  n. 

— , justice  of,  xxi  n.,  xxxi,  xxxii  n., 
xlvii  n. 

Chester,  Edward  earl  of,  xxi  n. 

Chester  (Cestre),  Richard  de,  97 
Cheston,  John  de,  109  ; Thomas  (de), 
99,  109 

Chetelton,  William  de,  87 
Childres  (Childires),  John  del,  52,  97 
Chisenhale  (Chesinhale),  John  de,  12 1—2, 
127  ; Robert  de,  95  ; Roger  de,  1 12  ; 
Thomas  de,  127* 

Chorley,  xxxvii 

Chorlton-upon-Medlock  (Cherleton, 
Chorleton),  77,  87 

Chorlton  (Chorleton),  Gilbert  de,  112 
Chuffere,  Richard  le,  in 
Cinque  Ports,  xxvii  n. 


Cirencester,  xxviii 
Cissor,  see  Taylor 
Clacton,  see  Claughton  in  Wirral 
Claghton,  Clagton,  see  Claughton 
Clare,  Gilbert  of,  earl  of  Gloucester, 
xviii,  XX 

— , — , co-heiresses  of,  xxv 
Claughton  in  Wirral,  reeve  of,  41 
Claughton  (Claghton,  Clagton),  Agnes  w. 
William  de,  18  ; Alan  s.  John  de, 
102 

Clay,  John  del,  133 
Clayden,  Jordan  de,  41* 
Clayton-le-Moors,  99 
Clayton-le-Woods,  xlvii,  39 
Clayton  (Claiton,  Cleyton),  Alan  de,  102  ; 
John  de,  17,  23,  85*,  86  ; John  s. 
John  de,  15,  25-6  ; John  s.  Thomas 
de,  69,  85  ; John  de,  of  Farington, 

94  ; Philip  de,  59,  69,  85,  loi*  ; 
Thomas  de,  58*,  85,  93 

Clegg  (Cleg,  Clegh),  Adam  de,  52,  113*  ; 
Adam  s.  Nicholas  de,  104  ; Geoffrey 
s.  Adam  de,  103,  104 
Clere,  Adam,  100 

Clerk,  Adam  le,  of  Mythop,  15  ; Adam 
le,  of  Longton,  85-6  ; Adam  the,  of 
Warrington,  14,  106  ; Alice  w.  Hugh 
le,  48  ; Martin  le,  32,  57  ; Michael 
the,  48  ; Richard  the,  of  Manches- 
ter, 1 15  ; Walter  le,  of  Pen- 
wortham,  15  ; Thomas  le,  of  New- 
ton, 77  ; William  the,  of  Rydeley, 

95  ; William  the,  del  Strete,  52 
Cleveland,  Scottish  raid  in,  xxxvii 
Cleyden,  Richard  de,  116,  124 

Clif,  Henry  s.  Richard  del,  16 
Clifford,  Robert  de,  xxviii-xxix 
Clifton,  John  s.  Tille  de,  30  ; Robert  de, 
loi  ; Sir  William  de,  xxxviii,  15, 
17,  38,  91,  108* 

Clitheroe  (Cliderhou,  Cliderhowe,  Clyde- 
rowe)  castle,  xlv  and  n.,  27,  44* 

— , inquisitions  at,  xl,  102-34 

— market  place,  129 

— moor,  100 

— wapentake,  bailiffs  of,  127 

, serjeanty  of,  123  and  n. 

Clitheroe  (Cliderhou,  Cliderhowe,  Clyde- 

rowe),  Adam  de,  18-20,  53-5,  72, 
98-100,  104-5,  108  n.,  128  ; Adam 
s.  Robert  de,  72  ; Henry  s.  Roger 
de,  loo-i,  105  ; John  s.  Roger  de, 
14,  16*,  48  ; Richard  s.  Henry  de, 
72  ; Robert  de,  59  ; Sir  Robert  de, 
rector  of  Wigan,  22  n.,  23-26,  28, 
71-3  ; Roger  de,  38*,  53-5 
Cliviger  (Cliuacres,  Cliuachre),  98,  129 
Clogh,  Adam  de  (deil),  100,  104,  105*  ; 

John  s.  Adam  de  (del),  103,  104 
Clonne,  Roger  de,  100 
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Clyf,  William,  128 
Cnolle,  see  Knoll 
Cobbler,  David  the,  38 
Cockerham  (Cokerham),  56 
Cockerham  (Cokersham),  Adam  de,  dean 
of  Amounderness,  54 
Cociis,  Jordan  del,  87 
Codyn,  Robert,  34,  52,  96 
Coghhull,  Robert  de,  29 
Cok,  Adam,  109 
Cokewald,  Henry,  29 
Cokshittelegh,  Hugh  de,  82 
Cokshotheuede,  John,  30 
Colewenne,  Patrick  de,  48 
Collay,  Henry  de,  84 
Colleye,  Alan  de,  80,  84 
Collier  (Colyer),  Roger  le,  10 
Collynge,  Robert  Fox  de,  99 
Comberhagh,  Roger  de,  93 
Conne,  Agnes,  18  ; Roger,  36 
Cope,  John,  10,  ii 
Copeland,  xxxvi 
Copperleye,  William  de,  30 
Coppull  (Cophull,  Coppehull,  Coppil), 
Adam  de,  78,  82  ; John  de,  37,  72, 
85,  III,  122* 

Corbet,  Sir  Roger,  86 
Corewen,  Thomas  de,  66 
Corran,  Henry  de,  84 
Cort,  John,  69 
Cot,  Adam,  103 
Coteler,  Thomas  le,  52,  78 
Cotome,  John  de,  87 
Coudray  (Caudray,  Coudre,  Coudrey), 
Hugh  de,  103,  121  ; Richard  le,  52  ; 
William  de,  71,  72,  79*,  115*,  122 
Couper(e),  John  le,  15  ; Roger  le,  93 
Couplond,  Alan  de,  126 
Coure  in  the  coll  (Coureithecoll),  William, 
50* 

Coventry,  muster  at,  xxviii,  xxxii  and  n. 
Coventry  and  Lichfield,  Roger,  bishop 
of,  22,  25,  28 

Cowherd  (Couherde),  Thomas  le,  86* 
Crakebon  (Crokeban,  Crokebayn,  Kroke- 
bayn),  John,  109  ; John  s.  Robert, 
47*,  48,  95,  99  ; Robert,  93,  95,  109  ; 
Robert  s.  Robert,  47*,  48,  95,  99*  ; 
William,  43  ; William  s.  Robert, 
47L  48.  95 
Craven,  men  of,  xli 
Craven  (Crauen),  Richard  de,  59 
Crier  (Criour),  Roger  le,  41,  86  ; Thomas 
le,  86  ; Thomas  Malemeins  (Male- 
meyns)  the,  89,  97 

Croft,  Henry  de,  94,  108  ; John  de,  85, 
108,  III*  ; John  de,  sheriff’s 
groom,  1 14* 

Croice,  Croitz,  see  Cross 

Crok,  Richard  s.  Henry  del,  39* 

Crosby,  Great,  xlii 


Cross  (Croice,  Croitz,  Cros,  Cruce),  Adam 
de,  104*  ; John  de  (del,  de  la),  xlv, 
43,  48,  52,  67*,  72,  85,  106,  122 
Croston  church,  xlvi,  46 
Croston,  John  de,  xliv  and  n.,  42*,  49 
Crouchoun,  William,  16 
Crouder,  John  s.  Huppinus  le,  35 
Cruce,  see  Cross 

Culcheth  (Culchith,  Kilchith,  Kylcheth), 
Gilbert  de,  xlvi,  27-8,  45  ; Hugh  de, 
31,  52*,  75  ; Roger  de,  82*  ; 

Thomas  de,  52* 

Cumberland,  Scottish  raid  in,  xx 
Cunliffe  (Cundeclyf),  99 
Cunscough  (Conskou)  grange,  77 
Curteys,  John,  125 
Cutteby,  William,  87 

Da  (Daa),  Richard  de,  ii,  12,  33,  35,  96 
Dacre  (Dakre),  Sir  Edmund  de,  xix  n., 
39,  40,  42,  108*  ; Randolf  de,  xix  n.; 
William  de,  rector  of  Prescot,  89, 
91*,  106;  Sir  William  de,  xix  n., 
xlvi  n.,  39,  40,  46 
Dacres,  the,  xlvii 

Dagonn  (Dagun),  Henry,  ii,  12,  96 
Dalbury  (Staffs.),  xxxiii 
Bailing  (Dallyng),  William  de,  59,  69, 
97>  98 

Dalton  (near  Wigan),  xlvii,  39 
Dalton,  Richard  de,  33  ; Robert  de, 
parker  of  Prestwich,  115  ; Sir 
Robert  de,  xxix  and  n.,  xxxii  n.,  24*, 
36-9.  59,  69,  73*,  75-76,  80,  83*  ; 
Robert  s.  Hugh  de,  33,  34,  96 
Daluyndeleye,  see  Alvandley 
Damori,  Damory,  see  Amory 
Daniel,  Thomas,  87 

Danport  (Daneport,  Danneport),  John 
de,  86,  88  ; Thomas,  88 
Darcy,  John,  sheriff,  xxxix,  15  n.,  90 
Darley  (Derlegh,  Derleie,  Derleye),  John 
de,  102,  106* 

Darwen  (Derewent,  Derwent),  Robert 
de,  14,  16,  49,  104 
Daspeden,  see  Aspeden 
Dautre,  Godfrey  s.  William,  109  ; James 
de,  John  de,  Richard  de,  William,  98 
Dearnley  (Dernileye,  Dernylegh),  Roger 
de,  21,  30,  31* 

Deddington,  xviii,  xxiii 
Deepdale  (Depedale),  xlvi,  39 
Delforde,  see  Forde 
Demand,  Richard  le,  43 
Dene,  Adam  del,  Alexander  del,  1 12-14 
Denholm  (Deneholm),  John  de,  27,  28, 
43,  49,  84,  85,  93 
Denston,  Alan  de,  66 
Denton,  Sir  Richard  de,  39,  40 
Derbishire,  John  de,  69,  85 
Derby,  xxxiii,  xlix,  104 
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Derby,  West,  see  West  Derby 
Derby  (Derbi),  Robert  de,  126,  127* 
Derden,  Richard  de,  50* 

Derlegh,  Derleie,  Derleye,  see  Darley 
Der(e)went,  see  Darwen 
Despenser,  Hugh  le,  jun.,  xxv*,  xxvi, 
xxvii  n.  ; Hugh  le,  sen.,  xx,  xxv, 
xxix  ; the  two  Hughs,  xiv,  xxv, 
xxvi*,  xxviii,  xxxi,  Iviii  n.  ; Roger 
le,  94 

Destaunton,  see  Staunton 
D’Ewyas  (Deuias,  Deuyas),  Nicholas,  42, 
97 

Didsbury  (Diddesbury,  Didesburi), 
Adam  s.  Thomas  s.  Roger,  30,  77, 
78  ; Richard  de,  94 
Dirland,  see  Ireland 
Disshere,  Richard  le,  17 
Ditchfield  (Dichefeld),  Richard  del,  29 
Dodhill  (Dodel,  Dodhull,  Dodle,  Doud- 
hill,  Dudhill),  John  de,  123,  127, 
128  ; Thomas  de,  20*,  128*  ; 

Warin,  27,  28,  43,  49 
Dokenfeld,  see  Dukinfield 
Dokesbury,  see  Duxbury 
Doncaster  “ parliament  ”,  xxvii,  xxxi 
Doncaster  (Donecastre),  John  de,  38, 
53-5 

Doneuill,  Roger,  87 
Donne,  Thomas,  10,  ii 
Donnok,  see  Dunnok 
Dorel,  Henry,  106  ; Robert,  95 
Dou,  Robert,  121 

Douglas,  Sir  James,  xxiv,  xxxvi,  121  n. 
Doustes,  Richard  de  (del,  of  the),  xxix  n., 
xxxii  and  n.,  xxxiv,  34,  38,  41,  73*, 
75,  77-80*.  84,  96 
Dover  castle,  xxvii  n.,  xxxiii 
Dromundeby,  Adam  de,  50 
Dukinfield  (Dokenfeld,  Dukenfeld), 
Robert  de,  36,  112,  115 
Dun  (Doun),  Robert  le,  35  ; Roger  le, 
II*,  26* 

Dundalk,  xxi  n. 

Dunnok,  Richard,  93-4 
Durham,  bishop  of,  xxxviii  and  n. 
Duxbury,  xliii 

Duxbury  (Dokesbury,  Dukesbury), 
Henry  de,  67,  85*,  121,  125-6,  128  ; 
Ralph  de,  95 
Dyches,  Henry  de,  115 
Dyer,  John  s.  John  the,  no;  see  also 
Teynturer 


Ecclesleie  (Eklesley),  William  de,  95,  loi 
Eccleston  (Eccliston,  Eckleston),  Alan 
de,  xxivn.,  13,  14*,  23,  28,  30-1, 
52*,  70*,  75,  76*,  89-91,  96,  97*, 
102,  122*;  Henry  de,  xxvi  n., 

xlviii  n.,  10-12,  15-16,  33-6,  40,  70, 
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75,  92,  96*,  102,  104,  109  ; John  de, 
96-7,  102  : Roger  de,  95  ; Roger  s. 
Christiana  de,  35  ; Thomas  de,  13, 
29,  33,  75,  91*,  96 
Ecclestons,  the,  xlviii 
Edelston,  William  de,  122 
Edinburgh,  xxxvii 
— castle,  xix 

Edmund,  earl  of  Kent,  xxxix 
Edmund,  earl  of  Lancaster,  xv,  129 
and  n. 

Edward  I,  xiii,  xv,  xxxi,  Ivi 
Edward  H,  xiii-xxix  passim,  xxxiii, 
XXXV,  xxxvii-lii  passim,  Iviii 
Edward,  earl  of  Chester,  xxi  n. 

Eggesone,  Thomas,  the  miller,  16 
Eggeworth,  William  de,  36 
Elisleye,  John,  Richard,  and  William  de, 
61 

Ellel,  xxxvi 

Ellershawe,  John  de,  64,  66  ; William 
de,  62-4,  66 

Ellesmere,  honour  of,  xxxii  n. 

Elling,  see  Melling  with  Wrayton 
Elm,  see  Helm 

Elston  (Etheleston,  Etheliston),  Paulinus 
de,  94,  1 31  ; Roger  de,  94,  97  ; 
Roger  s.  Roger  de,  103*  ; William 
de,  71,  94,  97  ; William  s.  Paulinus 
de,  103*  ; Williams.  Roger  de,  103* 
Eltonheued  (Eltoneheued),  Henry  de, 
52*,  53,  76,  84,  97 
Entwisel,  John  de,  76 
Erghium  (Eryum),  Alan  s.  Hugh  de,  17  ; 

John  s.  Benedict  de,  17,  22 
Erghom,  see  Arkholme 
Erium  (Erum),  Walter  s.  Alan  de,  62-3, 
125-6 

Erlesgate,  Nicholas  de,  93,  94  ; William 
de,  94 

Ernesheued,  Henry  del,  Richard  del,  35 

Eryum,  see  Erghium 

Esee,  Richard  de,  99 

Essex,  keepers  of  the  peace  in,  Iviii 

Essheburne,  see  Ashbourne 

Esshes,  William  del,  18 

Estburn,  Robert  s.  Alexander  de,  no 

Estmores,  les,  98,  100 

Ethelston,  Etheliston,  see  Elston 

Eton,  see  Heaton 

Euese,  Robert  of  the,  80,  83 

Eufurlong,  Henry  de,  xlvii,  38* 

Euxton  (Eukeston),  greave  of,  97 
Euxton  (Eukeston),  Robert  s.  Maurice 
de,  15 

Everton,  xlii 

Ewood  (Ewode,  Hewod),  Henry  de  (del), 
103*  ; Robert  de,  106  ; William  de 
(del),  98,  103* 

Extwistle  (Extwysil),  129 
Eynesworth,  see  Ainsworth 
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Fairclogh,  John  de,  94 
Fallys,  John  de,  109 
Falsnape,  Robert  de,  92,  96 
Falyng,  William  de,  90 
Farington  (Farinnton,  Faryngton),  John 
de,  17,  18,  23,  97  ; Henry  s.  Roger 
de,  85*  ; John  s.  Thomas  de,  86  ; 
John  s.  William  de,  15*  ; Robert  s. 
John  de,  15,  16  ; William  de,'  17,  18, 
23,  25,  98,  108  n.,  Ill,  122,  128, 
129  : William  s.  William  de,  15* 
Farnhull  (Famyll),  John  de,  99*,  109  ; 
John  s.  Robert  de,  99,  109  ; Robert 
s.  Robert  de,  99  ; Thomas  de,  99*, 
109 

Farnylegh,  see  Fernleys 

Fan  el  (Fauuel),  Adam,  99  ; William  s. 

Adam,  109 
Faxfleet,  xl 

Fernleys  (Farnylegh,  Ferneleyes,  Ferni- 
legh,  Fernileighes,  Fernileye,  Ferni- 
lye,  Fernylegh,  Fernyleyes,  etc.), 
William  de  (atte),  xxvi  n.,  xlviii  and 
n.,  11-12,  15-16,  33,  70,  87,  92,  102  ; 
William  s.  William  de  (atte),  34-6, 
77>  96,  1 15 

Ferour,  Adam  le,  102 
Fetherby,  Henry  de,  71,  91,  97 
Feure,  Adam  le,  42  ; John  s.  John  le, 
10,  II 

Fitton  (Fiton),  John,  Robert,  Thomas,  86 

Fitz  Inet,  Richard  le,  100 

Fitz  Tunnok,  Adam  s.  Henry,  93 

Flatherhale,  Adam  de,  90 

Flathir,  John,  no 

Flemyng,  John,  133-4 

Fletcher  (Fleccher,  Flechere),  Adam,  93  ; 

John  Boner  le,  89  ; Robert  le,  17 
Fleter,  Gotte  le,  no 
Flint  castle,  xxxii  n. 

Flixton,  xxxiv,  77,  87 
Fonn(e),  John,  52,  78 
Ford(e)  (Delford),  John  del  (de  la),  69- 
70,  82,  121,  129  ; William  del  (de 
la),  78,  106 

Forester  (Forster),  John  le,  18,  23 
Fornby  (Forneby),  Adam  de,  103*  ; 

Robert  de,  52,  97,  107 
Forthe,  William  de  la,  13,  56 
Foulere,  Benedict  le,  106 
Foulwod,  see  Fulwood 
Fox,  Robert,  70,  99  ; William,  65 
Freckleton  (Frekelton,  Threckleton, 
Threkelton),  Adam  s.  Adam  de, 
xliv  n.*  ; Ralph  de,  68*,  69,  93,  95  ; 
Robert  de,  69 

Frodesham,  Richard  de,  87 
Fulshaghe  (Fulshawe),  Henry  de, 
Richard  de,  93 

Fulwood  chase,  xlvi,  lii,  92,  103* 

— park,  59,  60*  ; see  also  Hyde  park 


Furness,  Scottish  raid  in,  (1316)  xxii; 

(1322)  XXX vi  • 

Fylde,  the,  xxxvi 
Fynch,  Adam,  85 

Gadder,  John  le,  104 
Gameleslegh,  Adam  de,  94  ; William  de, 
95* 

Gappe,  Richard  othe  (of  the),  13,  24,  29 
Garlaund,  John  114 

Garswood  (Garteswode,  Gartwod),  con- 
federacy at,  xxxi-xxxii,  xlix,  70,  76* 
Gate,  Henry  atte,  30  ; John  del,  Richard 
del,  48 

Gaveston,  Piers,  xiv,  xv-xviii,  xx,  xxvi, 
xxix,  xxxi 

Gener,  Hugh,  95  ; Roger,  84 
Gentil,  Ranulf,  119,  122  ; William  le, 
deputy  sheriff,  Iv*  and  n.,  117-19, 
121-2,  125  ; keeper  of  the  peace, 
Iviii  n. 

Geoffrey,  servant  of  David  de  Heaton,  36 
Gerard,  William,  42,  69,  70,  107,  129 
Gernet,  John,  52  ; Roger  s.  John,  29, 
3T  52 

Gerstan,  John  s.  Simon  de,  119 
Gilbert,  servant  of  Adam  Clere,  100 
Gill  (Gyll),  Adam  s.  Hudde  de,  99,  loi  ; 
Adam  s.  Hugh  del,  109  ; Hugh  s. 
Hugh  del,  99  ; John  del,  109  ; John 
s.  Hudde  de,  99  ; Robert  de,  99  ; 
Thomas  s.  Hudde  de,  99 
Gilleson,  William  s.  Ralph,  46-8 
Gillesone  othe  Quyk,  Alan,  29 
Gillibrand  (Gilibrond),  Henry,  41,  52-3, 
57*,  67,  94,  96-8,  104  ; Thomas,  52  ; 
William,  78,  96  ; William  s.  Wil- 
liam, 34,  70,  81,  98 
Glamorgan,  lordship  of,  xxii,  xxv 
Gloton,  Benedict  de,  no 
Gloucester,  xxviii,  42  n. 

Gloucester,  earl  of,  see  Clare,  Gilbert  of 
Gloucester,  John  de,  13 
Godeleye,  Richard  de,  30 
Godeman,  William,  130 
Godemargh,  John  de,  56 
Golborne  (Goldebourne,  Goldeburn), 
John  de,  27,  43,  49  ; John  s.  Warin 
de,  48,  84,  85,  93,  102*,  103  ; Wil- 
liam s.  Warin  de,  48,  92,  94 
Goosnargh  (Gosenard,  Gosenargh,  Gos- 
nargh),  John  de,  71,  82,  97,  98 
Gosefordsiche,  John  de,  94,  121 
Gower  (Wales),  xxv 
Grammer,  Thomas  (le),  99*,  109 
Greave  (Grayve,  Greyue),  Henry  le,  97  ; 

Henry  le,  bailiff,  115*,  125-6 
Greengore  (Grenegore),  Thomas  de  (del), 
20*,  85 

Greenhurst  (Grenehirst),  William  de,  gS- 
Gregori,  Adam,  78,  84 
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Grelley  (Grelle,  Greulay,  Grille),  Ellen 
de,  78  ; Robert  de,  37,  78,  83,  95, 
118*,  130 

Gressingham,  Thomas  de,  130 
Greyue,  see  Greave 
Griffith  of  Welshpool,  xxii 
Grimesford  (Grymesford),  Jordan  de, 
95*  ; Richard  de,  93  ; Richard  s. 
Jordan  de,  48  ; William  de,  93,  95  ; 
William  s.  Jordan  de,  48 
Grimshaw  (Grymeshawe),  Adam  de,  100 
Grindley  (Grindelegh,  Gryndelay),  John 
de,  89-91 

Groskholm,  William  de,  18 

Gulden,  William  de,  86 

Gynes,  Sir  Baldwin  de,  19,  72,  108 

Hacking,  Bernard  de,  20* 

Haggerston,  xvii 
Haidok,  Heidok,  see  Haydock 
Haghton,  Thomas  s.  John  de,  93 
Haigh  (Hagh),  xlix,  41 
Haigh,  Mabel  de,  see  Bradshaw,  Mabel  de 
Haldeleghes,  Adam  de,  100  ; Robert, 
15*,  25,  26* 

Hale  park,  102,  105,  106 
Hale,  Adam  s.  Adam  de,  62  ; Adam  s. 
Alice  de,  78  ; Adam  s.  Hunde  de, 
34  ; Adam  s.  Hundekin  de,  22  ; 
Adam  s.  William  de,  84  ; Hundekin 
s.  Adam  de,  33,  96  ; John  s.  David 
de,  33,  80,  82  ; John  s.  Dakin  de, 
34  ; Ranulf  s.  Adam  de,  40,  61*,  62, 
80,  83,  106-7  Î Richard  s.  Tille  de, 
29  ; Thomas  de,  xlv,  27,  41,  45,  52, 
62*,  67*,  74,  77,  82-4,  97*  ; Thomas 
de,  coroner,  96,  128-9 
Haigh,  William  de  (del),  78*,  96 
Halghton  (Haghton,  Halughton,  Haulg- 
ton),  Adam  de,  42,  49  ; John  de, 
93-5,  97  ; Thomas  s.  John  de,  12, 
47.  93.  95.  102,  104  ; William  s. 
Ellen  de,  94* 

Haliwell,  William  de,  24,  36 
Hall(e),  Henry  de,  John  de,  99  ; Matilda 
de  la,  48  ; William  s.  Roger  del  (of 
the),  13,  14,  29 

Halliday  (Haliday,  Halyday),  John, 
William,  99*,  100 

Hallingden  (Alyngden,  Hallyngden), 
William  de,  89,  95,  97,  loi 
Halsall  (Halsale),  Adam  de,  86*  ; Gilbert 
de,  42,  94*,  108  n.,  127  ; Richard 
de,  52 

Halstead  (Hallestede,  Halstede),  Adam 
del  (de),  18-19,  98,  loi  ; William 
de,  loi,  129 

Halton  castle  (Cheshire),  xlv,  45 
Halton  (near  Lancaster),  xxxvi 
Hambury,  Henry  de,  25 
Hamondethorp,  John  de,  109 


Hanesworth,  see  Ainsworth 
Hapton  (Apeden),  100 
Hapton,  John  de,  69 
Harchyn,  Thomas,  32-3 
Harclay,  Sir  Andrew,  earl  of  Carlisle, 
xxviii-xxix,  xxxv-xxxix,  6,  7,  15, 
17-19 

— , sister  of,  17 

Hare,  Nicholas,  77  ; Nicholas  s.  Robert, 
36  ; Robert  le,  lo-ii  ; William,  18 
Harper(e)  (Harpour),  Henry  le,  14; 
Henry  le,  s.  John  de  Wode,  92-3  ; 
John  le,  of  Ashley,  41,  87  ; John  le, 
of  Ashton,  96,  131  : John  le,  of 
Samlesbury,  36  ; Richard  le,  of 
Leek,  91  ; Richard  le,  of  co.  Chester, 

91 

Harrington  (Hauerington,  Haueryng- 
ton).  Sir  John  de,  xix  n.,  Iviii  n., 
lix  n.,  18,  19*,  39*,  40,  46,  108*; 
Sir  Michael  de,  xix  n.,  39,  40,  46; 
Robert  de,  Ivi  n. 

Harringtons,  the,  xlvi  n.,  xlvii 
Hartlepool,  xx 

Harwood  (near  Bolton),  77,  87 
Harwood  (Harewode),  Roger  de,  30-1, 
81,  93  ; William  de,  52 
Hasken,  Adam  s.  Henry  s.  Robert  de,  35 
Hasketh,  John  de,  37,  40 
Haslingden  (Haselingden,  Haselynden), 
William  de,  85*,  86  ; William  s. 
Haward  de,  21,  30 
Haugh,  William  del,  33 
Hauk,  Elias,  82*  ; Richard,  80,  82,  84  ; 
Thomas,  33-4,  77,  78*,  80-82,  96  ; 
William,  82 

Haulgton,  see  Halghton 
Haulton,  see  Westhoughton 
Hauerington,  see  Harrington 
Haydock  (Haydok),  xlv,  45 
Haydock  (Haidok,  Heidok,  Heydok), 
Edmund  de,  70-1  ; Gilbert  de,  80, 
82-4,  106*,  108,  1 19*  ; Matthew  de, 
74  ; Richard  de,  96,  104 
Haynesworth,  Heynesworth,  see  Ains- 
worth 

Hayward  (Heyward),  Henry  s.  Robert 
le,  109  ; Nicholas  le,  100  ; Robert 
s.  Robert  (le),  103*,  104  ; William 
le,  124*,  126-7 
Haywod,  see  Hey  wood 
Healey  (Heleye)  park,  xxxvii  and  n., 
lii,  102 

Heath  Charnock,  xliii 
Heaton  (Eton,  in  Lonsdale),  132 
Heaton  Norris  (Heton  Norreys),  77,  87 
Heaton  (Heton),  Dakin  (=  David  ?)  de, 
68,  69  ; David  s.  Elias  de,  15,  30,  31, 
35.  36*,  77.  81,  93.  103  ; Henry  s. 
Elias  de,  30,  31,  47,  68,  69,  77,  81, 
93  ; Henry  s.  David  de,  35  ; John 
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s.  Adam  de,  31-2,  35,  36,  77,  81,  93  ; 
John  s.  John  de,  31,  52,  81,  83  ; 
Richard  s.  Joan  de,  35  ; Robert  s. 
Elias  de,  15,  30,  31,  36*,  37,  68,  69, 
77,  78,  81,  93,  103  ; William  s. 
David  de,  35  ; William  s.  Elias  de, 
30,  31,  81,  93,  loS,  122 
Hegham,  John  de,  129 
Helde,  Henry  del  (of  the),  30,  36,  38, 
47*  ; Robert  del,  30,  36 
Helleby,  William  de,  87 
Helm(e)  (Elm),  Ralph  de,  94-5,  97  ; 

Ralph  de,  bailiff,  127-8 
Helsington  (near  Kendal),  xxxvi  n. 
Henry,  third  earl  of  Lancaster,  xxxiii  n., 
li  n.,  lix-lx 

Henry  of  Grosmont,  fourth  earl  and  duke 
of  Lancaster,  lx 

Henry  the  groom  of  Thomas  Banaster, 
102 

Hepwode,  see  Hopwood 
Herdwyk,  Robert  deil,  99 
Hereford,  earl  of,  see  Bohun,  Humphrey 
Heriz,  Henry  de,  94 

Herle,  William  de,  xl-xlii,  56,  60,  63,  67, 
69,  70,  71*,  86,  90,  91,  92,  117*,  130 
Hert,  Richard,  95  ; Richard,  sen.,  95 
Hertfordshire,  keepers  of  the  peace  in, 
Iviii 

Herthislegh,  Richard  de,  87 
Hesketh  (Hescayth,  Heskay,  Heskayt, 
Heskayth,  Heskeyth,  Hesthayth), 
Adam  de,  85,  95  ; John  de,  52,  72, 
82*,  95,  108*,  III,  122,  126,  129; 
see  also  Hasketh,  Oskayth 
Heth(e),  Nicholas  de,  87  ; William  del, 
97 

Hewod,  see  Ewood 
Heye,  John  de,  122 
Heyward,  see  Hayward 
Hey  wood  (Haywod),  Roger  de,  103 
Hey  worth  (Heworth),  Henry  de,  124 
Hichessone,  William,  16 
Hill,  John  del,  36 
Hillom,  William  de,  39 
Hilm,  Richard  de,  70 
Hilton,  Adam  de,  82,  113,  124*,  126, 
127  ; David  de,  58  ; Hugh  s.  John 
de,  31,  36  ; John  de,  13*  ; John  s. 
Henry  de,  31  ; John  s.  Richard  de, 
35,  37*  ; Richard  de,  83*,  116,  124  ; 
William  de,  iii*,  112  ; see  also 
Hulton 

Hindley  (Hindele,  Hindelegh,  Hyndelee, 
Hyndelegh,  etc.),  Adam  de,  10,  12, 
15,  16,  31,  32*,  34,  38,  39,  58,  70,  75, 
77,  80,  90,  91,  96,  109,  1 15*  ; Adam 
s.  Adam  de,  15,  36  ; Ithel  de,  89,  90, 
92*,  TOO,  102*,  104,  no;  John  de, 
15,  16,  34,  38,  58,  70,  75,  77,  80, 
96  ; Robert  de,  24*,  36-8,  52-5, 


75-6,  78,  80,  95,  97  ; Thomas  de, 
10,  12,  15,  16,  31,  33,  34,  38*,  58,  70, 
75,  77,  80,  90,  91,  92*,  96,  109  ; 
Thomas  s.  Adam  de,  ii*,  15,  36 
Hindleys,  the,  xlviii,  xlix 
Hirde,  Adam  le,  18 
Hoddlesden  (Hodelesden)  chase,  98 
Hog,  Henry  (le),  34,  35,  36,  48,  96 
Hoghleye,  William  de,  69 
Hoghton,  Sir  Richard  de,  xxxv,  xlviii  n., 
lix  n.,  108  ; Robert  de,  103  ; Wil- 
liam de,  85 

Hoghwyk  (Houghwyk),  Adam  de,  37, 
85  ; William  de,  85* 

Holcoltram,  see  Holm  Cultram 
Holcroft  (Holecroft),  Adam  de,  70  ; 
Hugh  de,  60,  61 

Holden,  Adam  de,  84  ; Nicholas  de,  125, 
127* 

Hole,  see  Hoole 
Holkeley,  William  de,  69 
Holland,  see  Upholland 
Holland  (Holand,  Holond,  Houlond), 
Elias  de,  41  ; Joan  w.  William  de, 
of  Euxton,  Iviii  n.  ; John  de, 
xxxii  n.,  xlix,  lii  n.,  34,  38*,  40*, 
51-5,  70*,  73,  75,  79,  80,  84,  96; 
John  de,  of  Cayley,  22,  34  ; John  s. 
Richard  de,  of  Hale,  96,  97*  ; Mar- 
garet de,  xliii*  ; Nicholas  s.  William 
de,  91  ; Richard  de  (1268),  xliii  n.  ; 
Sir  Richard  de,  of  Cayley,  xxiv  n., 
xxvi  n.,  xxxii  n.,  xli,  xlii,  xlix-li, 
lii  n.,  12,  33-6,  38,  42,  46,  57,  69-71, 
73.  75-6,  78*,  80,  82,  96-7  ; Sir 
Richard  de,  of  Sutton,  xxxi,  xxxii, 
xlix-1,  34*,  52,  56,  58*,  70,  73-6, 
79-82,  96-7  ; Richard,  s.  Alice  de, 
90  ; Robert  de,  of  Cayley,  33-4  ; 
Robert  de,  of  Upholland,  xxx  ; Sir 
Robert  II,  of  Upholland,  xix  n., 
xxiv  n.,  xxix-xxxiv,  xxxvi,  xlii- 
xliii,  xlvii-1,  liv,  Ivi  n.,  6,  7,  12,  17*, 
36-41,  53,  63  n.,  73-6,  78-83,  90-1. 
132-3  ; Simon  de,  Iviii  n.  ; Simon  s. 
Simon  de,  80*,  96;  Thurstan  de, 
rector  of  Preston,  96,  97  ; William  de, 
of  Euxton,  Iviii  n.  ; Sir  William  de, 
of  Sharpies,  1 n.  ; Sir  William  de,  of 
Upholland,  xix  n.,  xlv*,  xlvii-xlviii, 
1,  27,  38-40,  45,  46,  53  n.,  75,  79* 
Holm  (Hulm),  Adam  s.  Roger  de,  124*  ; 
Robert  de,  in*,  123,  124  ; Thomas 
de,  52,  123  ; see  also  Hulm 
Holm  Cultram  abbey,  xxxvi  ; abbot  of, 
48  ; monks  of,  xxxvii 
Holt(e),  Hugh  de  (del),  15,  30*,  31  ; 
Hugh  s.  Geoffrey  del,  36,  77  ; John 
de  (del,  of  the),  15,  21*,  30-1,  36,  37, 
52,  68,  69,  77,  83,  93,  94  ; William 
del,  77,  78*,  80,  83  ; William  s. 


INDEX  OF  PERSONS  AND  PLACES 


145 


Geoffrey  de,  31,  36,  37*,  52  ; see 
also  Huddesone 
Hoole,  48 

Hoole  (Hole),  William  s.  Richard  de,  27, 
28,  43,  49,  84,  85,  93 
Hope,  John  de  (del),  84,  95 
Hopwood  (Hepwode,  Hopwod,  Hoppe- 
wode),  Adam  de,  81,  83;  Thomas 
de,  42,  79,  1 16 
Horn,  John,  99 
Hornby  castle,  xxxvi,  64-6 

, constable  of,  64,  65 

— moor,  64 

Horscar  (Horskar,  near  Lathom),  xlvii, 
39 

Horshird,  Henry  le,  no 
Hough,  William  del,  85 
Hough wyk,  Adam  de,  126 
Houkynton,  John  de,  94 
Howell,  William,  41 
Howord,  John  s.  Adam  de,  103,  109 
Huddesone  of  the  Holt,  Hugh,  31,  32* 
Huddleston  (Hodleston,  Hudleston),  Sir 
Adam  de,  xlvi  and  n.,  45,  46 
Hull,  Roger  del,  79 
Hullegrene,  David  de,  Matthew  de,  87 
Hullerston,  see  Ulverston 
Hullesone,  John  s.  John,  15,  16,  26 
Hulm  (Holm,  Hulme),  Adam  de,  77,  80  ; 
Geoffrey  de,  30,  31,  81  ; John  de, 

77,  81  ; Thomas  de,  112,  124*  ; 
see  also  Holm 

Hulton,  Adam  de,  79  ; Adam  s.  John  de, 
77  ; David  de,  79*,  93  ; Henry  de, 
79  ; Hugh  s.  John  de,  35,  77,  80, 
84,  93  ; John  de,  80-2  ; John  s. 
Henry  de,  52,  80,  83  ; John  s. 
Richard  de,  56  ; Richard  de,  Iv,  52, 

78,  79,  108,  126  ; Robert  de,  52,  53  ; 
Roger  de,  79  ; see  also  Hilton 

Hunte,  Gilbert  le,  91  ; Walter  le,  123, 
(bailiff)  126-7,  William  le,  13,  29,  47 
Huntere,  John  le,  103* 

Huyton  (Huiton,  Huton),  Adam  de,  87, 
89  ; Alexander  de,  34,  77,  79,  89-91, 
96,  102  ; John  de,  22,  34,  52*,  53, 
74,  106,  123,  128  ; Matthew  de,  52, 
96,  97  ; Robert  de,  40*,  52,  62,  70*, 
72,  75,  76*,  78,  85,  90,  96,  97,  123  ; 
Robert  s.  William  de,  34,  52,  85, 
107*  ; Thurstan  de,  34,  85,  96, 
106*  ; William  de,  22,  34,  36,  37*, 
40*,  52,  70*,  73,  75-8,  80,  83,  96, 
97*,  106-7  j William  s.  Henry  de,  38 
Hyde  park  (Fulwood),  91* 

Hyndburn  Shaw  (Hyndebourn  Shawe), 
99 

Ightenhill  (Ightenhull,  Ightinghill,  near 
Burnley),  xl,  xli 
— , inquisitions  at,  xl,  98-101 


Ightenhill  park,  98,  103,  109 
Iknoll,  Thomas  de,  108* 

Ince  (Ines,  Ins),  Gilbert  de,  107,  108  ; 
John  de,  122  ; Richard  de,  71,  72, 
79,  94,  106,  108* 

Ingham,  Sir  Oliver  de,  xxix  n.,  xxxii  and 
n.,  xxxiv-xxxv,  73*,  77,  86-9 
Ingwath,  Henry  de,  48 
Ireland,  revolt  in,  xx-xxi 
Ireland  (Dirlaund,  Irlaund,  Irlond, 
Irlound),  Adam  de,  75*,  76  ; Adam 
s.  Adam  de,  81,  84  ; John  s.  Adam 
38»  75-6  ; Richard  de,  34,  52, 
77.  96,  98  ; Richard  s.  Adam  de,  75, 
77-8  ; Robert  de,  59,  80*  ; William 
de,  34,  52,  78,  80-3,  106 
Isabella,  Queen,  xxvii,  li  n.,  lx  n. 

Jewe,  Hugh  le,  52 
Johanesleman,  Ellota,  17,  18 
John  of  Gaunt,  duke  of  Lancaster,  lx, 
Ixi  n. 

John,  brother  of  Richard  le  chapman,  29, 
57 

— , servant  of  Adam  de  Bury,  16,  21 
— , servant  of  Henry  le  Taillour,  61 
— , s.  the  smith  of  Pemberton,  70,  92,  96 

Kar,  see  Carr 
Karington,  see  Carrington 
Karlton,  see  Carleton 
Kay,  Robert,  13  ; William,  94 
Kegworth,  Philip  de,  48 
Kegyn  (Kegeyn),  William,  16,  21* 
Kekwyk,  William  de,  90 
Kellet,  Nether,  xxxi,  63  n. 

Kellet  (Kellot),  Adam  de,  64,  66 
Kendal,  xxxvi 

Kendal(e),  John  de,  93-5  ; Roger  de, 
alias  Astonthwaite  (Aston’thayt, 
Astynthway t) , 62*,  63,  125,  131-3  ; 
Thomas  de,  29 

Kenilworth  castle,  xviii,  li  n.,  91 
Kent,  Edmund,  earl  of,  xxxix 
Kenyon  (Kenian,  Kenion,  Kenyon), 
Adam  de,  71,  90,  107  ; Adam  de, 
jun.,  52,  80,  96,  107*,  108  ; Jordan 
(de),  56,  59,  67,  69,  71,  82,  96*,  98, 
105*  ; William,  107 
Kerdel,  Thomas  s.  Roger  de,  86 
Kerden,  Adam  s.  Alan  de,  125  ; Richard 
s.  Ally  de,  125 

Kershaw  (Kyrkeshagh,  Kyrkeshaw), 
Adam  de,  103,  104* 

Ketilhurst,  99 

Kighley,  Richard  de,  108  n. 

Kilchith,  see  Culcheth 
Killaverock  (Killauerok),  Adam,  30 
King  (Kyng),  William  le,  15*,  25-6 
Kingston-on-Thames,  xxvii 
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Kirkby  (Kyrkebi,  Kyrkeby),  Alexander 
de,  69  ; John  de,  108*  ; Sir  John 
de,  72,  104  ; Thomas  de,  g6 
Kirkdale  (Kirkedale),  Henry  s.  Robert 
de,  13,  14  ; William  s.  Robert  de,  13 
Kirkestagh,  Adam  de,  115 
Klog,  Geoffrey  de,  100 
Knapton,  Robert  de,  120 
Knaresborough  castle,  xxiii 
Knighton,  Henry  de.  Chronicle  of,  xxx 
Knolle  (Knol),  John  de,  42,  44,  49  ; John 
s.  John  de,  72,  103  ; Richard  de, 
78  ; Richard  s.  Adam  de,  20*  ; 
Roger  de,  100,  loi,  103,  105 
Knotford,  James  de,  no 
Knowsley  (Knouslee),  xlv,  44* 
Komstere,  John  s.  Cecilia  le,  79 
Kortomel,  see  Cartmel 
Kuck,  Adam,  100 
Kymbock,  Roger,  36 
Kyrkebi,  see  Kirkby 
Kyrkeshagh,  Kyrkeshaw,  see  Kershaw 

Lacy,  Alice  de,  countess  of  Lancaster, 
xvii,  xxiii,  xxxiii  ; Henry  de,  133  ; 
Henry  de,  earl  of  Lincoln,  xvii 
Laghok  (Loghok),  Adam  de,  40,  70,  80, 
84  ; Robert  de,  33  ; William  de,  96, 
97 

Lamb,  William,  16 

Lancaster,  xliv  n.,  132 

— , burnt  by  the  Scots,  xxxvi  and  n. 

— castle,  xxxvi  and  n. 

— friary,  xxxvi,  65 

— gaol,  46,  64,  66 
, delivery  of,  49-51 

— market,  65 

— priory,  132 

Lancaster,  county  of,  forest  of.  Hi 
— , — , — , keepership  of,  xliii  n. 

— , — , interference  with  county  court  of, 
li,  67-8 

— , — , judicial  inquiries  in,  xv,  xl-xlii 
— , — , palatine  status  of,  Ix-lxi 
Lancaster,  duchy  of,  Ix-lxi 
Lancaster,  dukes  of,  see  Henry  of  Gros- 
mont  and  John  of  Gaunt 
Lancaster,  earls  of,  see  Edmund,  Henry, 
Henry  of  Grosmont,  and  Thomas, 
earls  of  Lancaster 

Lancaster,  John  de,  xlix,  24,  26*,  36, 
100,  105,  127 

Lane,  Hugh  s.  Christiana  othe,  15 
Langehok,  Adam  de,  103 
Langford,  see  Longford 
Langton  (Langeton),  Sir  John  de,  xlv, 
27.  42,  45 

Langtree  (Longtree),  Thomas  de,  40, 
107,  108* 

Lascelles  (Lasceles,  Lascellis),  Henry  de, 
15,  26  ; John  de,  87 


Latewys,  John  s.  John,  93 
Lathom  (Lathuml,  Sir  Robert  de,  xliv  n., 
Ivii*,  Iviii*,  25,  43  and  n.,  50*  ; 
Thomas  de,  xxxv,  63  n.,  108 
Laton,  John  s.  Ellota  de,  17 
Lauerok,  Richard,  59 
Laurence,  William,  66 
Lauton,  see  Lowton 

Lawe,  John  del  (de  la),  chaplain,  44*, 
103*,  109 

Lea  (Lee,  Legh),  Sir  Henry  de  (del), 
xix  n.,  xxix  n.,  xliii-xlvii,  12,  38*, 

42,  44-6,  49 

Leek  (Lek,  Lekk,  Leyk),  55,  59,  125,  126 
Lee,  Nicholas  of  the,  18  ; Thomas  de 
(del),  47*,  93,  102*,  103  ; William 
de  (del,  du),  47,  68*,  69,  93,  95, 
102*  ; see  also  Lea 
Leeds  castle,  xxvii 
Lefford,  William  de,  61 
Legh  (Leye,  Leygh,  Lye),  Cecily,  w. 
John  de  la,  loi*  ; Gilbert  de  la,  98*, 
129;  John  de  la,  87-9,  95*,  97; 
John  s.  Gilbert  de  la,  98,  loo-i  ; 
Thomas  de,  William  de,  87-8 
Lekk,  Leyk,  see  Leek 
Lene,  John  le,  30 
Lestre,  Henry  de,  21 
Lether,  Thomas  le,  77 
Leueseie,  Leueseye,  see  Livesey 
Leuger  (Lyeng),  Richard,  29 
Lever  (Leuer,  Leure),  Adam  de,  15,  31, 
47,  52,  81,  93,  95  ; Adam  s.  John  de, 
68,  69:  Elias  de,  31,  78,  81*  84*, 
1 15  ; Henry  de,  93,  96  ; Henry  s. 
Roger  de,  47*,  68,  69  ; John  de,  93, 

95  ; Roger  de,  xlvii,  39*  ; William 
de,  42,  74 

Lewed,  Robert  le,  13,  14,  28,  34,  40,  87, 

96  ; William  le,  34,  40,  87,  96 
Leyburn  (Layburn),  Nicholas,  xix  n.  ; 

Robert  (de),  xix  n.,  xxxv 
— , Robert  de,  sheriff,  Iv  and  n.,  15  and 
n.,  16,  17*,  62,  63,  89,  90,  91*,  92, 
111-12,  113,  114,  116,  125,  131-3 
— , — , clerk  of,  112 

Leyland  church  (Leylondkirke),  affray 
at,  li,  34,  56,  57 

Leyland  Hundred  (Leilondshire),  xlvii 

, keepers  of  the  peace  in,  Ixi  n.,  108* 

, posse  of,  92 

, sheriff’s  tourns  in,  131 

Leyland  moor  (Laylond  more),  xlvii,  38 

Lilye  (Lilie),  John,  70*,  97 

Limesey,  Peter  de,  1 

Linale  (Linhale,  Lynhale)  park.  Hi,  106 

Lindsey  (Lynesay),  William  de,  27,  28, 

43,  49 

Linlithgow,  xix 

Lister  (Lyster,  Lytster),  John  le,  99  ; 
Robert  le,  100 
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Litchurch  Hundred,  co.  Derby,  jury  of, 

77.  84 

Litherland  (Letherlond,  Lytherlond), 
Henry  de,  103  ; Henry  s.  Henry  de, 
107*  ; John  s.  Henry  de,  107* 
Litherpol,  see  Liverpool 
Littledale,  William  s.  Walter  s.  Mar- 
garet de,  17 

Liverpool  (Litherpol,  Lyuerpol),  xxxii, 
xxxiv,  xli  n.,  lix  n.,  44*,  73 
— castle,  xli  n.,  xlii,  xlv,  44,  132 
Liverpool  (Lyuerpol),  Adam  s.  Richard 
s.  Adam  de,  13,  14  ; Robert  s. 
Henry  de,  123 

Livesey  (Leuesie,  Leueseye),  William  de, 
84,  85 

Lone,  Hugh  del  (de  la),  li,  10,  26,  48 
Longford  (Langford,  Langeford),  Sir 
Nicholas  de,  xxx  and  n.,  xxxv, 
108  n.,  115* 

Longton  (Longeton),  41 
Longtree,  see  Langtree 
Lonsdale  (Lonnesdale)  Hundred,  bailiffs 
of,  130 

, keepers  of  the  peace  in,  Ixi  n.,  108* 

, purveyance  in,  62-3 

, serjeanty  of,  xxxi,  xliii  n. 

Lostock  Bridge  (Lotstok),  xxxvi,  48 
Loterington  (Luterington),  John  de,  52, 

78 

Lowe,  see  Lawe 
Lowther,  Hugh  de,  43  n. 

Lowton  (Lauton),  Richard  de,  xxvi  n., 
xlviii  and  n.,  10,  12-16,  24,  29,  31*, 
33.  35-7.  70.  77.  80,  87,  92*,  96, 
97,  102 

Lucy,  Anthony  (de),  xxxix,  15 
Lugetre,  Thomas  de,  93 
Lune  valley,  plundered  by  the  Scots, 
xxxvi 

Luterington,  see  Loterington 

Lye,  Gilbert  de,  see  Legh,  Gilbert  de  la 

Lyeng,  see  Leuger 

Lymm  (Lymne),  Gilbert  de,  87 

Lynales,  Richard  de,  52 

Lynesay,  see  Lindsey 

Madour,  John,  124 
Mailler,  Robert  le,  30 
Mainwaring  (Meynwaryng),  Ranulf  de, 
39* 

Maistersone,  Isabel  w.  Adam,  60 
Malemeins  (Malemeyns),  Thomas,  the 
crier,  89,  95*,  97,  loi 
Malle,  Henry,  94 

Malmesbury,  monk  of,  xxx,  xxxi  n., 
xxxiii,  xliii,  xlvii  n. 

Malton,  Henry  de,  deputy  sheriff,  Iv* 
and  n.,  Ivi  n.,  118-19,  130-1 
Manchester  (Mamcestre,  Mancestre),  xlv, 
xlvi,  45*,  77,  87,  132 


Manchester  churchyard,  75 
Manchester  (Mamcestre,  Mamchestre), 
Henry  s.  Rowe  de,  77  ; John  s. 
Henry  de,  chaplain,  30  ; William  s. 
Alan  de,  chaplain,  36  ; William  s. 
Alcock  de,  chaplain,  75 
Marbury  (Mereburi),  Hugh  de,  87 
Mareis,  Sir  Nicholas  de,  15,  17 
Marhalgh,  John  del,  103,  121 
Marklan,  Thomas  de,  95 
Marier,  Henry  le,  96 
Marsden  (Merkesden),  129 
Marsden  (Merchesden),  Richard  de, 
108 

Marshal  (Mareschal),  Eudo  de  Walle  the, 

II,  51  ; Hugh  le,  95  ; William  le, 
46  ; William  de  la  Penne  the,  16 

Martinescroft  (Martynscroft),  Roger  de, 
120*,  121 

Martyn  Thoftes,  Adam  de,  100 
Mason  (Mazon,  Mazonn,  Mazoun), 
Hankin  le,  93,  96  ; Henry  le,  29,  31, 
52  ; William  le,  59 
Marton,  Thomas  de,  86 
Massey  (Massi,  Masy),  Adam  de,  86  ; 
Hamon  de,  86  ; Sir  Hamon  de,  86, 
88  ; Hugh  de,  86  ; Richard  de,  86  ; 
Robinettus  de,  88  ; William  le,  86  ; 
Thomas  de,  86,  88 

Mauleverer  (Mauleuerer),  Nicholas  de, 
99*,  109 

Maunsel,  Richard,  43,  44 
Mawdesley  (Maudeslegh,  Maudsle,  Mon- 
deslegh,  Moudesle,  Mouthesley, 
Munteslegh,  etc.),  Adam  s.  Hugh  de, 
93*  ; Henry  s.  Hugh  de,  27,  28,  43, 
47,  49,  84,  85,  93  ; John  s.  Adam  de, 
27,  28,  43,  47,  48,  49,  84,  85*,  93  ; 
John  s.  Hugh  de,  27,  28,  43,  47,  49, 
84,  85*,  93  ; Richard  s.  Adam  de, 
27,  28,  43,  47,  48,  49,  84,  85*  ; 
Richard  s.  Hugh  de,  27,  28,  43,  47, 
49,  84,  85*,  93  ; Richard  s.  Roger 
de,  47  ; Roger  s.  Hugh  de,  27,  28, 
43.  47.  49.  84,  85*,  93 
Mawdesley s,  the,  1 
May,  Robert,  39 

Meadowcroft  (Medecroft,  Meduecroft, 
Medwecroft,  Medyngcroft),  Nicholas 
de,  31,  52*,  81,  83*,  84,  103,  104, 

III,  127,  132 
Medewal,  Roger  de,  76 

Megh  (Mey),  Alexander  le,  112,  124* 
Melling  with  Wrayton  (Filing),  64,  65 
Melrose,  xxxvii 

Melton,  William  of,  abp.  of  York,  xxiv, 
xxvi,  xxviii  n. 

Meols  (Mele,  Meles,  Meules,  Mules), 
Adam  del,  52,  53,  71,  94  ; Alan  de 
(del),  51,  52,  70,  84,  1 19  ; Gilbert  s. 
John  del,  29,  31,  52 
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]\Iercer  (Merser),  Henry  s.  Dob  le,  118  ; 
Richard  le,  34,  120,  121*  ; William 
de  Rossindale,  30 

Merchesden,  iMerkesden,  see  Marsden 

IMereburi,  see  Marbury 

Merssh,  Roger  del,  74 

Meynil(l),  Sir  Hugh  de,  Robert  de,  66 

Michel,  Hugh,  52,  78 

Middleton  (Middelton),  xxxiv,  77,  87 

Middleton  (Middelton),  Robert  de,  30; 

Roger  de,  42 
Midhop,  see  Mythop 
Mikelson,  William  de  (del),  52* 

Miller  (^lilnere),  Adam,  parson  of 
Winwick,  23*,  29  ; Henry  s. 

Henry  le,  30  ; Thomas  Eggesone 
the,  16  ; Walter  the,  of  Walton, 
85  ; William  le,  14,  30  ; William 
the,  of  Baguley,  87  ; William 
Hichessone  the,  of  Walton,  16 
Milleward,  Robert  Morel,  35  ; Roger  s. 
Henry  le,  33 

Milne,  Richard  of  the,  80,  82 
Milnegate,  Geoffrey  s.  Hugh  del,  81 
Milnehouses  (Rochdale),  133 
Mire  (Myr),  Adam  del,  64,  66  ; William 
del,  12,  15,  16*,  93 
Mirre,  William  of  the,  67* 

Mirscogh,  see  Myerscough 
Mitton,  John  de,  100,  105  ; John  s. 
John  de,  100  ; Ralph  de,  46  ; 
William  de,  59 

Mobberley  (Moburleye,  Moddeburlegh), 
William  de,  86,  88 
Mocok,  Gilbert,  29 
Moderblissing,  James,  13 
Modican  (Modycan),  John,  100,  109* 
Mohande  (Mohant,  Mouhand),  Adam  de, 
99,  109  ; Constantine  de  (le),  99, 
109,  1 15  ; John  de,  99,  115 
Molyneux  (Molineus,  Molineux),  Richard 
de,  69,  120*,  121  ; Richard  le,  of 
Crosby,  121  n.  ; Richard  de,  rector 
of  Sefton,  102,  107  ; Robert,  68, 
127  ; Robert  (de)  of  Thornton,  37, 
85  ; Roger  de,  82,  121* 

Monner,  Henry  Hog,  35  ; Roger  le,  36  ; 
Roger  le  fuiz  le,  of  Newton,  II*,  24*  ; 
Roger  s.  Henry  le,  34 
Montfort,  Simon  de,  earl  of  Leicester, 
xiv 

Moray,  earl  of,  xxxvi 
More,  Alan  s.  John  de  la,  29  ; Henry  s. 
Warin  de  (de  la),  92,  94;  Johns. 
John  othe,  of  Liverpool,  13,  14*,  29  ; 
John  s.  John  de  la,  of  Bicker- 
staffe,  29 

Morel,  Robert,  millward,  35 
Morle,  Richard  de,  18 
Morleston  Hundred,  co.  Derby,  jury  of, 
77>  84 


Mortimer,  Roger,  of  Wigmore,  xxi  n., 
li  n. 

Mortimers,  the,  xxviii 
Mosegrave<(Musegrave) , Thomas  de,  102*, 
107 

Mosse,  Adam  del,  104  ; John  del,  95 
Moston  (Mouston,  Muston),  Henry  de,  87  ; 
Richard  de,  76,  79,  93  ; Richard  s. 
Richard  de,  43  ; Robert  de,  23,  29, 
31*,  76*  ; William  de,  76,  122,  124 
Motoun  (Motton),  Henr>%  128  ; Ralph 
de,  28  ; Robert.  128  ; William,  127, 
128 

Mowbray,  John,  lord  of  Gower,  xxv, 
xxviii,  xxix 

Musbury  (Mosbiri,  Mossebury,  Mosse- 
byry,  Musbyry)  park,  lii,  100,  103*, 
106,  109 

Muston,  see  Moston 

Myerscough  (Merskou,  IMerskough, 
Mirscogh,  I\Iyrscogh)  park,  lii,  59- 
60,  89,  91-2,  103* 

, parker  of,  103* 

Myners,  John  de,  41 

Mythop  (Midhop,  Mithop),  John  de,  129, 
130 

Myton  in  Swaledale,  xxiv 

Neuport,  Richard  de,  39 
Nevill  (Neuill),  Alice  de,  63  ; Sir 
Edmund  de,  xxiv  n.,  xxxv,  xxxviii, 
19  ; bailiff,  63-7  ; deputy  sheriff, 
xliv  n.,  xlvi*,  45,  46  ; Eufemia  de, 
63  n.  ; John  de,  64,  66 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  xviii,  xxii,  xxiv, 
XXXV,  xxxvii,  62,  63  n. 

Neweham,  Richard  de,  95,  111-12,  123-4 
Newton  in  Makerfield  (Neuton),  xlv, 
lii  n.,  45 
— , park,  II 

— , Roger  s.  the  miller  of,  96 
— , John  the  serjeant  of,  52,  80,  97 
Newton  (near  Lancaster)  mill,  17 
Newton  (near  Manchester),  41 
Newton  (Neuton),  Matthew  de,  ii,  12, 
47,  96,  97  ; Matthew  s.  Thomas  de, 
33  ; Roger  de,  ii*,  24* 

Nightingale  (Nightgale,  Nightegale), 
Henry,  xlvii,  39  ; John,  86,  94 
Noel,  see  Nowell 

Norley  in  Pemberton  (Northle,  North- 
legh,  Northleye),  xlv,  43 
— park,  15,  18,  57 
— , reeve  of  (Henry),  57 
— , — , (John),  10-12,  92,  109 
Norley  (Northele,  Northlee,  Northlegh, 
Northley,  Nortleye,  etc.),  Robert  de, 
70,  71,  96,  97,  105*  ; Thurstan  de, 
xxiv  n.,  xxxii,  xlv*,  xlvii  and  n.,  li, 
15*,  18*,  27,  38*,  40*,  43,  55  n.,  57- 
60,  70-1,  73-6,  79,  80,  92,  96,  97,  132 
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Norris  (Noreys,  Norreis,  Norres,  Norreys), 
Alan  le,  52,  104  ; Alan  s.  John  de, 
107*  ; John  le,  77,  107  ; John  le, 
jun.,  52,  82,  86,  97,  105,  121*,  127  ; 
John  s.  Robert  le,  120-1  ; Mabel 
de,  see  Bradshaw,  Mabel  de  ; 
Nicholas  le,  66  ; Richard  le,  52,  76, 
84*,  120-1  ; Robert  le,  52,  124 
Northampton  castle,  xxxiii  n. 

Notehogh,  Henry  de,  52*,  84,  95 
Nowell  (Noel,  Nowel),  Adam,  72,  loi 

Odefeld,  William  del,  87 
Okeworth,  Henry  and  John  ss.  Richard 
de,  109 
Olbek,  98 

Oldfield  (Oldefeld),  Henry  de,  109 
Oldham  (Oldom),  Richard  de,  21*,  30 
Ordsall  (Ordeshale,  Werdeshale),  78,  124, 
126 

Orel,  see  Orrell 
Ormeston,  see  Urmston 
Ormskirk  (Ormeskyrke),  William  de,  85, 
104* 

Orrell  (Orel),  Robert  (de),  78,  84,  95 
Orreton,  Sir  John  de,  39 
Osbaldeston,  Thomas  de,  108* 

Oskayth,  John  de,  108  n. 

Oulebil,  Adam,  10,  ii 
Oulesnape,  Adam  de,  109 
Oxeclif,  Henry  de,  17 

Packington,  William  de,  chronicle  of, 

XXX* 

Page,  Henry,  13*,  14,  29  ; Richard,  ii 
Pakynton,  William  de,  92,  95,  96 
Palfrayman  (Palefreyman),  John  (le), 
38*,  53  ; Richard  le,  13,  14,  29 
Palmere,  Robert  le,  93,  94 
Paris  (Parys),  Henry  de,  83,  1 13-14,  127 
Parker,  Adam  s.  Hugh  le,  89,  90 
Parles,  John,  18*  ; John  s.  Alan  (de), 
17-18,22-3;  Johns.  John  de,  22,23* 
Parr  (Par),  Adam  de,  74,  97,  127  ; Adam 
s.  Alan  de,  96,  97  ; Henry  de,  36, 
40*,  58*,  75,  76*  ; Henry  de,  sen., 
26,  35,  37*  ; John  (de),  13,  34,  75, 
77,  96*,  98  ; John  s.  Henry  de,  29*, 
36  ; Richard  de,  52,  76,  86  ; Robert 
de,  xxvi  n.,  34,  75,  77,  78*,  80,  96  ; 
Robert  s.  Henry  de,  23,  36,  37*,  57  ; 
Robert  s.  Henry  de,  jun.,  35 
Parrs,  the,  xlviii  and  n. 

Payn,  Simon,  61 
Payntour,  Richard  le,  41 
Pelle,  Robert,  55,  56*,  96,  97,  98* 
Pellowe,  William  de,  107 
Pemberton,  li 

Pemberton,  Adam  de,  69,  72,  74,  80,  97, 
107,  108*  ; Edmund  de,  40  ; Henry 
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de,  71,  78,  94,  104,  106*,  107  ; 
Henry  de,  jun.,  83  ; Henry  de,  sen., 
70,  83,  108*  ; Henry  s.  Henry  de, 
107,  108  ; Hugh  de,  69,  72,  74,  78  ; 
John  de,  69,  97*,  98,  no  ; John  s. 
Adam  de,  80,  97  ; William  s.  Roger 
de,  69,  70*,  74,  108 

Pembroke,  earl  of,  see  Valence,  Aymer  of 
Pendle  (Penhull,  Penhyll)  chase,  100,  no 

, vaccaries  of,  lii,  99 

Pendlebury  (Pennilburie,  Pennilbury), 

11,  87 

Pendleton  (Pennilton,  Pennylton),  77,  87 
Penker,  William  le,  38,  77,  81  ; William 
s.  Emma,  36  ; Jordan  de,  82 
Penne,  William  de  la,  the  marshal,  16, 
90,  95 

Pennington  (Penynton,  Pynynton), 
Robert  de,  52,  90,  94,  95 
Pepershyne,  Henry,  50* 

Perburn  (Perbourn,  Pereburn),  John  de, 

12,  93 

Perpoint  (Perpount,  Pirpount,  Pyrpount) , 
Richard  de  (le),  34,  96,  97  ; Robert 
de,  22,  34,  96,  97*  ; Robert  s. 
Thurstan  de,  38 
Persiuale,  William,  87 
Perte,  Henry,  78  ; Thomas  s.  Henry,  77, 
78* 

Perth,  xix 

Pesteur,  Adam  le,  41,  52 
Pety  (Petyt),  Adam  s.  Henry,  99,  loi, 
no 

Pilkington  (Pilkyngton,  Pylkyngton),  77, 

87,  115 

— , keeper  of,  115 

Pilkington  (Pilkynton,  Pykyngton, 
Pylkyngton),  John  de,  78  ; Robert 
fie,  93,  94  ; Sir  Roger  de,  xix  n., 
xxiv  n.,  xxix  and  n.,  XXXV,  79,  115*; 
Rogers.  Richard  de,  29  ; William  s. 
Quenilda  de,  31,  32* 

Pimbo  (Pembowe,  Pimbowe,  Pymbogh, 
Pymbowe,  Pynbowe,  Pynghbogh, 
in  Upholland)  park,  lii,  59-60, 
89-92,  105-6,  108-10 
Placedieu,  Roger,  16,  17*,  21* 
Pleasington  (Plesinton,  Plesyngton), 
Adam  de,  93,  95  ; Ellen  de,  48  ; 
Henry  de,  n*  ; John  de,  94*,  95, 
96  ; Robert  de,  130  ; William  s. 
Henry  de,  103* 

Plomer,  John,  94 
Plumbelegh,  Adam  de,  105 
Plumpton,  Nicholas  de,  116;  Richard 
de,  71 

Pontefract,  xxviii  n. 

— castle,  XX,  xxii,  xxiii,  xxix  and  n., 

li  n.,  44 

— priory,  xxvi 
Porter,  Stephen  le,  87 
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Porteus,  Canon  T.  C.,  xliii  n.,  xlvi  n., 

1 n.,  lii  n. 

Praers  (Preyers),  Robert  de  (le),  40,  87, 
88  ; William  de,  88 
Prees  (Preez),  Robert  de,  52,  53,  70 
Prescot  (Prestcote),  44  ; rector  of,  89,  106 
Prescot  (Prestcote,  Prestecote),  Gilbert  s. 
William  de,  26*,  36,  37*,  97  ; 

Robert  (de),  97* 

Prest(e),  William,  103,  109 
Prestale,  Henry  de,  30 
Prestessone,  Adam  le,  103*  ; John  le, 
23,29:  Richard  le,  14*,  33  ; Robert 
s.  Jordan  le,  38*,  46  ; Thomas  le,  15 
Preston,  xlvi*,  li,  39*,  45*,  46,  57 
— , assizes  at,  69 
— , gaol  delivery  at,  53 
— , inquisitions  at,  xl,  102-34 
— , plundered  by  Scots,  xxxvi 
— , rector  of,  96,  97 

Preston,  Albredus  (Aubrey)  s.  Adam  de, 
60,  67  ; Albredus  s.  Robert  s.  Adam 
de,  67*  ; Beatrice  de,  in*  ; 
Nicholas  s.  Paulinus  de,  43  ; Robert 
de,  98  ; William  s.  Mirra  de  61  ; 
w.  William  s.  Mirra  de,  60,  61 
Prestwich  (Prestwych),  xxxiv,  77,  87 
— , parker  of,  115 

Prestwich,  John  de,  77,  78*  ; widow  of 
Adam  de,  xxxiv 
Preyers,  see  Praers 

Primrose  (Primerose,  Prymrose), 
William,  102*,  103 
Prodbury,  Adam  de,  88 
Proudfoot  (Proudfot,  Proudefote),  Henry, 
15,  26  ; Thomas,  27,  43,  49,  85,  86 
Prymerole,  William,  48 
Prymerose,  see  Primrose 
Pulton,  Robert  de,  69 
Purdhomme,  Roger,  127,  128 
Puttenham,  James  de,  104 
Pynchonn,  Gilbert,  112* 

Pynynton,  see  Pennington 
Pyrpount,  see  Perpoint 

Qualle,  Quallay(e),  Qwalley,  see  Whalley 
Quatersonitz  (Quatersontz),  Thomas,  99, 

115 

Quelfot,  Henry,  18*,  19 
Querdon,  Elias  de,  84 
Quernmoor  (Quernemor)  forest,  xxxvi 
and  n. 

— park,  89,  90 
Quistfeld,  see  Twistfield 
Quittingham,  see  Whittingham 
Quityngton,  see  Whittington 

Radcliffe  (Radeclif,  Radeclyue),  77,  87 
— , house  of  parson  of,  42 
Radcliffe  (Radclif,  Radeclif,  Radeclyue), 
Adam  de,  xliv,  15,  31,  42*,  52*, 


78*,  81,  82,  93,  103*,  106*,  122  ; 
Adam  de,  sen.,  52,  83*  ; Adam  s. 
Richard  de,  25*,  36,  37;  Adam 
s.  Robert  de,  52  ; Alice  de,  36  ; 
John  de,  15,  78,  81,  84,  93,  95,  103  ; 
John  s.  Richard  de,  36,  37  ; Richard 
de,  rector  of  Bury,  80  n.,  107*  ; 
Richard  s.  Robert  de,  31  ; Richard 
s.  William  de,  15,  31,  52*,  81,  82  ; 
Robert  de,  deputy  sheriff,  lx  n.  ; 
Roger  de,  15,  31,  78,  81,  84,  93,  95  ; 
Roger  de,  bastard,  31,  81  ; Roger  s. 
Richard  de,  36,  37  ; William  de,  108* 
Radcliffes,  the,  xxiv  n.,  xliv,  xlviii,  lii  n. 
Rainford  (Raynford,  Reinford,  Renford, 
Reynford),  Adam  s.  Ranulf  de,  76  ; 
Alan  de,  70,  74,  84  ; William  s. 
Alan  de,  80,  81,  84 

Rathmell  (Rauthemele),  William  de,  17, 

19 

Raucheclif,  William  de,  99 
Ravensdale  (Rauendale,  Rauenesdale) 
park,  xxxii  and  n.,  xxxiii  n.,  xlix, 
12,  62,  70,  73  n.,  78,  80-4,  117 
Ravenshaw  (Ravenesche,  Ravenes- 
shawe,  Ravenshore),  William  s. 
William  de,  93,  94 

Read  (Reued),  Richard  s.  Alan  de,  50*  ; 
Thomas  de,  49  ; William  de  (le), 
123*,  124,  128* 

Receuour,  Adam  le,  63,  65 
Reddish  (Rediche),  77,  87 
Reddish  (Redich,  Rediche),  Richard  de, 
52*,  84 

Redford  (Redeford,  Rediford),  Adam  de, 
84,  95  ; John  de,  52,  82,  104 
Reeve  (Reve),  Adam  the,  of  Claughton, 
41*  ; Henry  the,  of  Norley,  57  ; 
Henry  the,  of  Tarbock,  29  ; Henry 
the,  of  Upholland,  90  ; John  the, 
of  Burscough,  29  ; John  the,  of 
Norley,  10,  ii*,  12,  92,  109 
Renell,  Thomas,  99 
Renford,  see  Rainford 
Rhuddlan  castle,  xxxii  n. 

Richmond,  xx,  xxii 

— , archdeacon  of,  54 

— , earl  of,  xviii 

— , vicar-general  of,  54 

Rider  (Ridere,  Ryder)  ; John  le,  94-5  ; 

John  s.  John,  93,  95 
Riding  (Ridding,  Ridyng,  Ruydyng, 
Rydyng),  Henry  del  (othe),  13,  28, 
31  ; Henry  s.  Henry  de,  43,  77  ; 
Henry  s.  William  del,  77,  78  ; 

William  de  (del,  othe),  17,  27,  28, 
43.  49.  52,  53.  83.  84,  86,  97*,  106  ; 
William  s.  Henry  de  (del),  27,  28*,  43, 
49.  84,  85 

Ridleys  (Rideleghes,  Ridleyes,  Rydleyes), 
Adam  de,  27,  43,  49,  84,  86 
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Rigby  (Riggeby,  Ryggebi),  Edmund  de, 
52,  69,  85*,  94 

Ringoftherose,  Thomas  de,  97 
Ripon,  xxxviii 

Rishton  (Risshton,  Riston,  Ruston, 
Ruyshton,  Rysshton,  Ryston) , Adam 
de,  98,  100,  1 01  ; Gilbert  de,  59,  69, 
98,  100*,  loi,  105*,  128  ; Henry 
de,  72  ; Robert  de,  98,  100,  loi 
Risley  (Ryselegh,  Rysle,  Ryslegh, 
Rysleye),  Gilbert  de,  84,  122-3,  124, 
127,  128  ; Robert  de,  74 
Rivington  (Rouynton,  Rouyngton), 
Adam  de,  104  ; William  de,  74,  132* 
Rixton  (Rykkeston),  Alan  de,  72,  79 
Rochdale  (Rachedale,  Rachesdale),  xxxii, 

74.  92,  133 

Rochdale  (Rachesdale),  Robert  de,  13 
Roger,  bishop  of  Coventry  and  Lichfield, 
22,  25,  28 

— brother  of  the  parson  of  Bury,  103 

— servant  of  John  de  Whalley,  100 
Rolleston,  William  de,  131 
Romundby  (Romundeby),  Adamde,  127, 

128 

Ronkore,  see  Runcorn 
Roper,  Thomas  le,  125 
Roscelyn,  William,  43 
Rose,  near  Carlisle,  xxxvi 
Rose,  William,  100 

Rossendale  (Rossindale)  chase,  104,  no 

, vaccaries  of,  lii 

Rossendale  (Rossindale),  William  de,  30 
Roter  (Retour),  John  le,  13,  28  ; Robert 
le,  William  le,  87 

Roucestre  (Rouecestre),  Alan  de,  57*, 
67,  92,  96,  97,  98,  no 
Rouyngton,  see  Rivington 
Rowe,  Henry  del,  81 
Roxburgh,  xix 

Rufford  (Rughford),  Robert  de,  85,  86 
Runcorn  (Ronkore),  xxix  n.,  xxxiv,  73 
Russel,  Henry,  n,  40,  72  ; William,  40 
Ruydyng,  see  Riding 
Ruyton,  Richard  de,  13 
Rybourne,  John  de,  133 
Ryder,  see  Rider 
Rydyng,  see  Riding 

Ryecroft  (Rycroft),  Henry  de,  34  ; 

Hugh  de,  86 
Rykkeston,  see  Rixton 
Ryle,  Aimondus  de,  87 
Rysle,  Ryselegh,  see  Risley 
Rysshton,  see  Rishton 

Sale,  John  de,  78  ; Richard  s.  Richard  de, 
Richard  s.  Thomas  de,  87 
Salesbury  (Salisbyry),  100,  105 
Salford (e),  77,  87 

— bridge,  124 

— , chaplain  of,  115 
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Salford  Hundred  (Salfordeshire,  Sale- 
fortheshire),  xlii,  xlix 

, bailiffs  of,  in,  123-4,  126-7 

, keepers  of  the  peace  in,  Ixi  n.,  108* 

, serjeanty  of,  xxxi,  xliii  n. 

Salter,  William  le,  99,  no 
Samlesbury  (Samesbury),  xxxvi,  133 
Sampson,  Richard,  90 
Sandale,  Richard  de,  84 
Sandholm  (Santholm),  Richard  de,  93, 
94.  95 

Sankey,  xlv 

Sankey  (Samki,  Sankhi,  Sanky,  Sannky, 
Soncky),  Richard  de,  79,  96  ; 

Robert  (de),  52,  72,  84,  118,  130; 
Thomas  de,  45  ; William  de,  115  n. 
Sansfeld,  Oliver  de,  loi 
Scallaclogh,  Simon  de,  85 
Scallard,  Stephen,  xliv  n.,  42* 

Scalle,  Stephen,  51 
Scarborough  castle,  xvii-xviii 
Scarisbrick  (Scaresbrek,  Skaresbrek), 
Gilbert  de,  72,  106  ; Gilbert  s. 

Gilbert  de,  78 
Schorok,  see  Shorrocks 
Schot,  William,  59 
Sclag,  Simon  del,  124 
Scot,  Adam,  13,  17,  29  ; John,  130  ; 
Makin,  40,  96,  97  ; Matthew,  22,  34  ; 
Maurice  le,  64*,  66  ; Richard,  87  ; 
Master  Roger,  18  ; Thomas  s.  Roger, 
10,  n 

Scotehogh,  Henry  de,  115 
Scotforth  (Scotford),  132 
Scotland,  truce  with,  (1319)  xxv,  (1323) 
xxxix 

— , war  with,  xvi-xvii,  xix-xx,  xxiv-xxv, 
xxxi,  xxxv-xxxviii 

Scrope,  Geoffrey  le,  xl,  xli,  xlii,  56*,  60*, 
63,  67,  69-71,  86,  90,  91,  92,  I] 7*, 
130,  133*  ; Sir  Henry  le,  xl,  xlii,  86, 
98,  103 

Sefton,  rector  of,  102,  107 

Segrave,  Sir  Stephen  de,  40 

Sengleton,  see  Singleton 

Seriaunter,  William,  131 

Serjeant,  John  the,  of  Newton,  52,  80  ; 

John  s.  John  the,  96,  97 
Severn  valley,  private  warfare  in,  xxii 
Shakerley  (Shakerlee),  Nicholas  s.  Adam 
de,  10,  1 1 

Shardley  (Shardele,  Sherdeleye),  John 
de,  84* 

Sharpies,  Adam  s.  Adam  de,  36  ; John 
de,  104  ; John  s.  Roger  de,  24*,  35, 
36,  37*  ; Jordan  de,  84,  104 
Shaw(e),  John  s.  Michael  del,  103,  109  ; 

Richard  del,  82  ; Stephen,  xliv  n. 
Shepeley  (Shepele),  Robert  de,  116; 

Thomas  de,  112,  116-17 
Shepherd  (e),  Henry  le,  120,  121 
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Sherburn  in  Elmet,  xxvi,  xxxi 
Shevington,  xliii 

Shireburn(e)  (Shirebourn),  Robert  de, 
Iviii  n.,  41*,  97 
Sholale,  Adam  de,  61* 

Shoresworth,  Alexander  de,  52,  82-3, 
112*,  116,  123,  126-7 
Shorrocks  (Schorok,  Shorok),  Henry  s. 
William  de,  103-4  ; William  s. 
William  de,  103 
Shrewsbury,  xxviii 

Shuttleworth  (Shutlesworth,  Shutteles- 
worth),  Henry  de,  20*,  106 
Simonstone  (Simondston),  John  de,  20* 
Simonswood  forest,  xlii 
Singer  (Synger,  Syngger),  William  le,  ii, 
12,  35*,  36,  77.  96 
Singleton,  Little,  123  n. 

Singleton  (Sengleton,  Singelton,  Syngle- 
ton),  Adam  de,  56,  70*,  g6,  97  ; 
Adam  s.  John  de,  105*  ; Gilbert  (de), 
xix  n.,  76,  94,  97,  100  ; Joan  de, 
123  n.,  Nicholas  de,  xliv,  xlvi,  39*, 
42*,  49  ; Ranulf  de,  Iv,  68,  in,  125  ; 
Thomas  de,  56,  70,  71,  96,  97,  123  n., 
131  : Thomas  s.  John  de,  105*  ; 
Walter  de,  14,  48 
Skargil,  William  de,  14 
Skelmersdale  (Skermersdale,  Skymers- 
dale),  Hugh  de,  120*,  121 
Skerton,  xxxvi 

Skinner  (Skynnere,  Pelliparius),  Henry 
le,  s.  Thomas  le,  ii,  12  ; William  le, 
40,  95 

Skipton  in  Craven,  xl,  99  n. 

— castle,  constable  of,  xli,  99  n. 

, provost  [prepositus)  of,  99 

Skipton,  William  de,  55 

Slack  (Slak),  John  del,  95  ; Simon  del, 
52,  82  ; William  de,  119* 

Slene,  William  de,  119* 

Slyne,  Richard  de,  104 
Smallwood  (Smalewod,  Smalwode), 
Henry  de,  Iv  ; William,  60  ; 
William  de,  bailiff,  17*,  130 
Smart  (Smert),  William,  15,  18,  57 
Smereshalgh,  Richard  de,  50 
Smith  (Smyth),  John  s.  Robert  le,  34 
Smithill  (Smythhill),  Richard  de,  35  ; 

Roger  de,  24 
Snape,  Robert  de,  120 
Snouball,  Christiana,  18 
Soly,  Henry  (de),  50* 

Somer,  William  s.  Thomas  Stouf,  35 

Someter,  see  Sumter 

Son  of  Adam,  Thomas,  85 

— Adam  the  reeve,  Adam,  41* 

— Alan,  John,  65 

— Alice,  Adam,  62 

— Ammeria,  Richard,  123  ; see  also  son 

of  Emery 


Son  of  Aurus,  John  s.  Richard,  87 
, Robert  s.  Richard,  87 

— Avice,  Adam,  29 

— Badekyn,  Richard,  86 

— the  baker,  Richard,  87 

— David  the  cobbler,  John,  38 

— Dakin,  John  22 

— Dogge,  Paulinus,  89 

— Donne,  William,  99 

— Elcock,  William,  102* 

— Elota,  Richard,  89 

— Emery,  Richard,  127,  128*  ; see  also 

Son  of  Ammeria 

— Gilbert,  Adam  s.  Henry,  95 

— Hamelyn,  John,  17 

— Hawise,  Adam  s.  Wilke,  82 

— Helewisia,  John  s.  William,  18 

— Helot,  Richard,  89 

— Henry,  Thomas,  62,  63* 

— Henry  the  chaplain,  Geoffrey,  115 

— Henry  le  millward,  Roger,  33 

— Henry  the  reeve,  Simon,  29 

— Hobbe,  Henry,  99 

— Hugh,  John,  15,  40 

— Huppinus,  John,  35 

— John  the  reeve,  William,  29 

— John  le  Serjeant,  John,  34,  96,  97 

— Jordan,  Robert,  86* 

— Juliana,  Adam  s.  Henry,  95 
, William  s.  Ralph,  15-16,  95 

— Lawrence,  John  s.  Adam,  18 

, John  s.  John  s.  Adam,  18 

, Roger  s.  Adam,  18 

— Lucy,  Robert,  80,  81,  84 

— Martin  le  clerk,  Robert,  32,  57 

— Matilda,  Adam  s.  Thomas,  65 

— Matthew,  William,  80,  81,  84 

— Maurice,  Robert,  12 

— the  miller,  Roger,  96 

— Nicholas,  Robert,  16 
, William,  28,  46 

— Patrick,  Richard,  74 

— Paulinus,  William,  20* 

— Pawe,  Adam,  89 

— Richard,  Richard,  89 

— Robert  the  smith,  John,  34 

— Roger,  Henry,  85 

, Pawe,  89 

, William,  65 

le  criour,  John,  86 

, Thomas,  41 

— Sabina,  William,  95 

— Simon,  Gilbert,  78 
, William,  78,  106 

— the  smith,  John,  70,  92,  96 

— Thomas  le  clerk,  Matthew,  34,  77 

— Thomas  le  criour,  William,  86 

— Ughtred,  Thomas,  104 

— Walter,  Roger  s.  Richard,  12 
, William,  40,  52 

— Walter  le  clerk,  William,  15 
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Son  of  Warin,  Henry,  94 

, Richard  s.  John,  85 

— William  the  carpenter,  Robert,  103 
Soncky,  Sonky,  see  Sankey 
Sourby,  Robert  de,  99,  no 
Soutere,  Nicholas  le,  29 
South  worth  (Suthword,  Suthworth), 
Gilbert  de,  sheriff,  37,  71*  ; Makin 
de,  23,  29,  30,  31  ; Nicholas  de,  39* 
Spadeberd,  Adam,  41* 

Spark,  William,  86 
Spek(e)  Alan  de,  52 

Spellow  (Spelhagh,  Spelhawe),  Richard 
de,  13,  24,  29 

Spenser,  Roger  s.  William  le,  15,  16  ; 

William(le),  59,  125,  126 
Speruer,  Alice,  18 
Spink,  William,  127* 

Spitel,  Hugh  del,  109 
Sponere,  Roger  le,  115 
Spornestan,  Adam,  65  ; John,  65  ; 
William,  65,  66 

Stafford,  John  s.  William  de,  66 
Stalmine  (Stalmyn),  William  s.  Alice  de, 

131 

Standish  church,  xliv,  43 

, rector  of  22  n.,  23-4 

Standish  (Standissh),  Adam  de,  69  ; 
Edmund  de,  92*,  102,  104,  109*, 
no  ; Hugh  de,  42  ; William  de,  37, 
40,  72,  103,  108,  126 
Stane,  William,  49 
Stanes,  Thomas  del,  130 
Stansfield  (Stanefeld,  Stanesfeld,  Stan- 
feld),  John  de,  69  ; Oliver  de,  66, 
77  ; Thomas  de,  30,  115 
Stapleton,  Miles,  Ivi  n. 

Starkey  (Starky),  Hugh,  87,  116; 

Hundekin,  40  ; John,  16,  17*,  21  ; 
Richard,  40  ; Roger,  116 
Stathum,  John  de,  87 
Staunton  (Destaunton,  Stanton),  Hervey 
de,  xli,  82  n.,  83,  88,  91,  98,  117 
Staveley  (Staueley),  Robert,  47 
Stedeman,  John,  18,  22 
Stepeham  (Stopham),  Robert  s.  Ralph 
de,  100,  loi 

Stirkland,  see  Strickland 
Stirling,  xix 

Stok,  Henry  s.  Thomas  de  (del),  103, 
104  ; Robert  s.  Thomas  de,  103, 
104  ; Thomas  del,  13,  14 
Stone,  John  de,  14,  16 
Stonge,  Thomas  le,  96 
Stonistrete  (Stonystrete),  Robert  de  (del), 
112* 

Stopham,  see  Stepeham 
Stotfoldeshagh,  Henry  de,  89  ; Richard 
de,  69 

Stoubriggelegh  (Stoubriggeleie,  Stubrige- 
leye,  etc.),  Robert  de,  107  ; Thomas 


de,  102,  106,  107*  ; Thomas  s. 
Thomas  de,  107  ; William  de,  102, 
103,  106*.  107 
Stouf,  35 

Strafford  (=  Trafford  ?),  Henry,  Richard 
and  Robert  ss.  Sir  Henry  de,  30 
Stratford,  Adam  s.  Margery  de,  30 
Streche,  Richard,  87 
Stre(e),  Henry,  27,  43,  49,  58,  84,  85,  93 
Strete,  William  the  clerk  del,  52 
Stretford,  xxxiv,  77,  87 
Strickland  (Stirkland),  Gilbert  de,  17  ; 
Thomas  de,  17,  18  ; Sir  Walter  de, 
39,  40,  42  n. 

Strider,  William  le,  93 
Strongbowe  (Strungbough),  Richard, 
32*  ; Robert,  86 
Stubbes,  Benedict  de,  18 
Stubley  (Stobbeleye,  Stubbelegh,  Stub- 
beleye,  Stublay),  John  de,  52,  103, 
104*,  114  ; John  s.  Nicholas  de,  21, 
30,  31*  ; Nicholas  de,  21,  30,  31*, 
113-14 

Suart,  Hugh,  93 

Sumter  (Someter),  William  le,  125-6 
Surreys  (Suthreis,  Suthreys),  John  le, 
47*  ; John  s Thomas  le,  44,  49 
Sussex,  Richard  de,  70 
Suthreis,  Suthreys,  see  Surreys 
Sutton,  Henry  s.  Robert  de,  109  ; 

Thomas  de,  122*,  126 
Swon,  Thomas,  58 

Swinley  (Swynle,  Swynlegh),  John  Cope 
s.  John  de,  10  ; Roger  de,  10 
Syngleton,  see  Singleton 

Tabley  (Tabbelegh),  William  de,  87 
Tailor  {Cissor,  Taillour,  Tailour,  Tayl- 
lour),  Adam  le,  of  Coppull,  27,  43, 
49,  84,  85,  92  ; Henry,  of  Hoddles- 
den,  109  ; Henry  le,  of  Preston,  61  ; 
Henry  s.  Adam  le,  103*  ; John  le, 
48  ; John  the,  of  Fairclough,  87, 
89;  John  le,  of  Widnes,  29; 
John  s.  Adam  le,  of  Blackburn,  98  ; 
John  s.  Adam  le,  of  Coppull,  47*, 
68,  69,  103*  ; John  s.  Adam  le,  of 
Perburn,  10,  ii,  26*  ; John  s. 
Robert  le,  of  Winwick,  71  ; Peter  le, 

38  ; Richard  le,  of  Speke,  34,  52  ; 
Richard  s.  Robert  le,  of  Lathom, 

39  ; Robert  le,  of  Cheadle,  86  ; 
Robert  le,  of  Coppull,  43  ; Robert  s. 
Robert,  of  Burchowe,  93  ; William 
le,  29, 128  ; William  le,  of  Brettargh, 
34.  36,  37.  77.  102,  107* 

Talbot,  Edmund,  18-20 

Taldeford,  Richard  s.  Robert  de,  87-9  ; 

Robert  de,  70,  12 1 ; Simon  de,  89 
Tappe,  William,  26*,  36-7 
Tarbock  (Torbok),  xlv  and  n.,  44 
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Tarbock  (Torbok,  Turbac),  Ellen,  lady  of, 
xlv,  Iviii,  27,  44,  45  ; lord  of,  118  ; 
Richard  s.  Richard  de,  96 
Tasker,  Richard  le,  87,  89 
Tatam,  see  Tatham 
Tatan,  John  s.  Stephen,  62-3 
Tatham  (Tatam),  56,  63,  65 
Tatham,  Richard  s.  William  de,  125  ; 

William  de,  95,  98 
Tattelowe,  see  Tetlow 
Tauerner,  Robert  le,  67* 

Tebaud,  Roger,  120 
Tedrinton,  Robert  de,  87 
Tegg(e),  Robert,  xliv  n.,  42,  49  ; William 
xliv  n.,  42 

Tenlond,  John  de,  87,  89* 

Tetlow  (Tattelowe,  Tettelowe),  Adam 
de,  xlviii  and  n.,  25*,  36*,  81,  84*  ; 
Hugh  de,  xlviii  and  n.,  36,  75*,  81, 
82,  132  ; Jordan  de,  31,  76,  81,  84 
Teynturer,  Richard  le,  15 
Thelwall  (Thelwal,  Thelewall),  Hugh  de, 
34,  96 

Therlefalgh,  John  de,  71 
Thirnum,  see  Thurnham 
Thirsk,  xxxviii 

Thorp,  William  s.  Thomas  de,  107 
Thomas,  second  earl  of  Lancaster, 
character,  xiv 

— , — , territorial  interests,  xv,  xvii 
— , — , hereditary  sheriff  of  Lancaster, 
XX  n.,  liii-liv 

— , — , opposition  to  Gaveston,  xvi-xviii 
— , — , claims  as  hereditary  steward,  xvi 
and  n.,  xxiii,  xxiv  n.,  xxvi, 
xxvii* 

— , — , pardons  to  supporters  of,  xix, 
xxiv  and  n.,  xxvi  n.,  xliv  n. 

— , — , pre-eminence  after  Bannockburn, 

XX 

, — , refrains  from  resisting  the  Scots, 
XX,  xxii 

— , — , suspected  of  helping  the  Scots, 
xxii,  xxiv,  xxviii  n. 

— , — , feud  with  earl  Warenne,  xxiii 
— , — , loses  control  of  the  government, 
xxiii— xxiv 

— , — , heads  the  northern  opposition, 
xxvi-xxvii 

— , — , final  defeat  and  execution,  xxviii- 
xxix 

— , — , attainder  annulled,  lix 
— , — , other  references,  xlii,  xlvii  n.*, 
xlviii,  6,  7,  36,  38-40,  45,  46, 
59  n.,  63-5,  71,  72,  74-5,  80, 
83,  88,  92 

Thomasyn,  John,  18 
Thorneley,  William  de,  56 
Thornes,  Robert  del,  36,  51 
Thornton,  Peter  de,  87;  Thomas  de, 
119* 


Thorp,  Robert  de,  52,  53,  68,  85,  86,  93, 
94,  108  ; William  de,  67 
Threckleton,  Threkelton,  see  Freckleton 
Threlfall  (Threlefal,  Threuefal),  John, 
103* 

Thurnham  (Thirnum),  John  de,  John  s. 

Richard  de,  18 
Tickhill  castle,  xxviii,  xxx  n. 

Tindyheued,  Richard  de,  20* 

Tockele,  Roger  de,  86 
Tonge,  John  de,  82 
Tophosewyf,  Adam,  41* 

Toppyng,  Richard,  124* 

Torrisholme,  xxxvi 
Tothill,  Thomas  de,  133 
Tottington  (Totington),  77,  87 
Tottleworth  (Totelword),  129 
Toube,  Henry  de,  126* 

Tounleye,  William  de,  126 
Tournour,  see  Turner 
Tourton,  see  Turton 
Towneley  (Tounleye),  98,  lor 
Toxteth  (Tokstath,  Toxtath)  park,  xlii, 
lii,  89*,  102*,  106,  107* 

, parker  of,  107 

Toxteth  (Tocstath,  Tokestath,  Tokstath, 
Toxstath,  Toxtath),  Agnan  de, 
107*  ; John  de,  33,  34,  36,  77  ; 
Richard  de,  13-16,  24-5,  29,  31*, 
33-7.  70.  77-  89,  96,  97,  102  ; 
Richard  s.  Richard  de,  102*,  106  ; 
Roger  de,  42,  51-2,  74,  76,  83,  90, 

94,  106,  107 
Trafford,  45 

Trafford,  Sir  Henry  de,  xlv,  27,  42,  45, 

95,  1 2 1-2  ; Henry  s.  Henry  de,  81  ; 
John  de,  122  ; Richard  de,  31,  81  ; 
Robert  de,  93  ; Robert  s.  Henry  de, 

31-  81 

Travers  (Trauers),  Henry,  86  ; John, 
xxxvi  n.,  li,  39,  55  n.,  59-60,  69,  115, 
122  ; Laurence,  108  n.  ; Robert, 
80-2,  121  ; Thomas,  Iviii  n.,  53  n. 
Trawden  (Trowden)  chase,  99,  no 

, vaccaries  of,  lii 

Treales  (Treuels),  William  de,  131 
Trostel,  Richard,  86 
Tue,  John  le,  Ranulf,  87 
Tunley  (Tunlegh),  Henry  de,  122 
Turberville,  Payne  of,  xxii 
Turner  (Tournour,  Tumour),  Adam  le, 
109*  ; Robert  le,  15,  26,  99 
Turton  (Tourton),  Adam  de,  84,  85,  104  ; 
Alexander  de,  41  ; Richard  de,  103, 
104 

Turuie,  John  de,  95 
Tutbury,  xxviii,  79 
— , assizes  at,  xxxiii 
Twiselton,  William  de,  119 
Twistfield  (Quistfeld,  Twystfeld),  Henry 
de,  44,  49 
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Twysse,  Adam  del,  Gilbert  del,  87 
Twystfeld,  see  Twistfield 
Tyeis,  Franco,  115 
Tyl,  Bereducus  de,  107 
Tyldesley  (Tildesle,  Tildeslegh,  Tyldes- 
legh),  Adam  de,  15,  31,  32*,  34,  58, 
60,  67,  75,  77,  96,  no;  Henry  de, 
13,  29,  32*,  33,  58,  67,  75,  77,  87,  96  ; 
Hugh  de,  xlviii  and  n.,  xlix,  31,  32, 
38,  39,  52,  60-1,  67*,  75-7,  96; 
Hugh  s.  Hugh  de,  10,  ii*,  32-7,  57, 
58,  61,  75,  77,  78*,  96  : John  de,  10, 
12,  32*,  34,  58,  60,  67,  75,  77,  96, 
no;  Robert  de,  10,  12-14,  17*,  29, 
32*,  34,  58,  60,  61,  67,  75,  77,  87, 
96  ; William  de,  10,  12,  34 
Tyldesleys,  the,  xlviii  and  n.,  4,  5,  75 
Tyndeheued,  Richard  s.  Richard  del 
(deil),  100,  loi 
Tynemouth,  xviii 
Typpette,  Robert,  99 

Ulverston  (Hullerston),  56 
Unwin  (Vnewyn),  Richard,  42 
Upholland,  xli* 

— park,  102-3,  105-6,  109-10  ; see  also 
Pimbo  park 
— , reeve  of,  90 

Upton  (Vpton),  Matthew  s.  Robert  de, 
50* 

Urmston  (Ormeston),  77,  87 
Urmston  (Ormeston,  Vrmeston),  Geoffrey 
de,  94  ; Richard  de,  87  ; Thomas  s. 
Adam  de,  30  ; Thomas  s.  Thomas 
de,  xlviii  n.,  25,  36  ; William  de,  69, 
78,  89,  94,  95,  97,  loi,  104,  108 

Valence,  Aymer  of,  earl  of  Pembroke, 
xvi-xviii,  xxii-xxvii 
Valentine  (Valentyn),  Richard  (le),  52*, 
84 

Vallet,  Roger,  93,  95 
Vavasour  (Vauasour,  Vauasur),  Henry 
le,  99,  no;  John  le,  99,  109;  Sir 
Walter  le,  xlvi  and  n.,  28,  45,  46 
Vernon,  Roger  de,  86 
Vnewyn,  see  Unwin 
Vpton,  see  Upton 
Vrmeston,  see  Urmston 
Vygrons,  John,  93 

Wade,  Adam,  102,  104,  106,  107  ; 

Richard,  33*  ; Robert,  43 
Wady,  William,  no 
Walden,  Henry  s.  Henry  de,  24 
W ales,  March  of,  custom  of,  xxv 
— , — , lords  of,  xxv-xxviii 
Wales,  south,  private  warfare  in,  xxii 
Waleys,  Agnan  le,  89-90  ; Henry  le, 
rector  of  Standish,  22  n.,  23-4  ; 
John  le,  rector  of  Aughton,  90-1, 


102*,  107  ; Sir  Richard  le  (de),  xxx 
and  n.,  xlvi  and  n.,  45,  46,  108  ; 
William,  18 

Walkeden,  Henry  s.  Henry  de,  30  ; 
Hugh  de,  30,  86  ; Jordan  de,  15,  36, 
37,  86  ; Robert  de,  36,  37,  52,  86  ; 
William  de,  30,  86 

Walker,  Adam  le,  94  ; Alan  le,  95  ; 
Emery  le,  12  ; John  le,  92,  96,  102*  ; 
Robert  s.  John  le,  29 
Walle,  Eudo  de,  n,  51 
Wallerwerk,  Thomas  de,  84 
Wallingford  castle,  xviii 
Wallwork  (Wallwerk),  Thomas  de,  92, 
95 

Walmesley  (Walmesle,  Walmeslegh), 
Roger  de,  82,  95 

Walthew  (Waltheu),  Henry  de,  10  ; 
John,  li,  10,  12,  33,  34,  47,  96  ; 
Robert,  li,  10,  12,  33,  34,  43,  47,  96 
Walton,  lordship  of,  xxxi 
Walton  (Whalton),  Sir  Adam  de,  43; 
Alan  de,  96,  131  ; Henry  de,  87,  13 1; 
John  de,  xliv  n.,  51  ; Richard  de,  13, 
23,  28  ; William  de,  119*  ; William 
de,  bailiff,  xxxi 
Waltshaf,  Walter,  82 
Warburton  (Werbreton,  Werburchton), 
Sir  Geoffrey  de,  86,  88  ; John  de, 
Peter  de,  Richard  de,  87 
Ward(e),  Adam,  89  ; Alan  (le),  22,  34, 
80,  81,  84,  96  ; John  (le),  96,  97*  ; 
John,  of  Broughton,  89,  95,  97,  loi  ; 
John  le,  of  Clayton,  59,  69  ; John, 
of  Kendal,  18  ; Robert  (le),  102*, 
103,  106* 

Wardle  (Werdhill),  Alexander  de,  30* 
Warenne,  John  of,  earl  of  Surrey,  xviii- 
xix,  xxiii,  xxvi-xxvii,  xxxi,  xxxix 
Warrington,  xxxii,  xlv*,  1,  12,  44-5, 
46-7.  73 

— market  place,  Iv,  14 
— , rector  of,  115 

Warrington,  Adam  de,  106  ; William  s. 

Simon  de,  14,  61 
Warthill,  Christiana  de,  18 
Warton,  xxxvi 

Warwick  castle,  xviii,  xxxiii  n. 

Warwick,  earl  of,  see  Beauchamp,  Guy  of 
Watson  (Wattesone),  John  s.  Richard, 
46,  47 

Waver  tree,  xlii 
Wawayn,  William,  93,  96 
Welshpool  castle,  xxii 
Welston,  Richard  de,  108  n. 

Wennington  (Wenynton),  132 
Wennington  (Welington,  Wenyngton), 
Gilbert  de,  69,  85,  94,  108  n.,  119, 
126  ; Robert  de,  William  de,  86, 
88 

Werdeshale,  see  Ordsall 


56 
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Werdhill,  see  Wardle 
Westby,  38*,  53,  54 
West  Derby,  xlv,  44,  84 
West  Derby  Hundred,  xlii,  xlix 

, bailiffs  of,  liv,  126-7 

, keepers  of  the  peace  in,  Ixi, 

108* 

, serjeanty  of,  xxxi 

Westheued,  Robert  de,  69 
Westhoughton  (Haulton),  42 
Wethinton,  see  Withington 
Whalley  abbey,  lx  n. 

Whalley  (Quallaye,  Qualle,  Qualley, 
Qwhalleye),  John  de,  100  ; Richard 
de,  78,  103*  ; Robert  de,  44,  49  ; 
Roger  s.  John  s.  Adam  de,  103 
Whalton,  see  Walton 
Wheatley  (Queteleye,  Whetelay),  100, 

105 

Whelp,  John,  64,  65 
Whernedon,  Elias  de,  104 
Whitaker,  High  (Whytacre,  in  Padi- 
ham),  129 

Whitaker  (Whitacre),  Richard  de,  129 
White,  Robert  le,  William  le,  34 
Whitefeld,  William  de.  115 
Whitehead  (Quitheued,  Quytheued, 
Whitheued),  John,  10,  12,  33-6,  77, 
89.  91,  96  ; Robert,  95,  97,  loi 
Whithenhull,  see  Withnell 
Whithorn,  Richard,  William,  77 
Whithouue,  William,  18 
Whittingham  (Quithingham,  Whiting- 
ham,  Whytyngham,  Wytingeham), 
Adam  de,  31,  47,  67*,  81,  131  ; 
Adam  s.  William  de,  33*,  68,  93-5  ; 
William  de,  52,  68-71,  93-5  ; 

William  s.  William  de,  68,  93,  95, 
103* 

Whittington  (Quityngton,  Whitinton, 
Wytington),  xxxvi,  55,  59,  132 
Whitworth  (Whyteworth),  Geoffrey  de, 
103,  109 

Wigan  (Wygan),  xli,  xlii,  xliv,  xlvi*,  li, 
2,  3-  43,  45,  47,  48,  57,  74,  84,  92 
— , rector  of,  22  n.,  23-4,  71* 

Wigan  (Wygan),  John  s.  Hugh  de,  72  ; 
John  s.  Richard  de,  61  ; Hugh  s. 
Henry  de,  10  ; Richard  s.  Meurick 
(Maurice)  de,  ii,  26;  Robert  s. 
Geoffrey  de,  10  ; Stephen  s.  Richard 
s.  Michael  de,  10,  ii*  ; William  s. 
Geoffrey  de,  10,  ii  ; William  s. 
Walter  de,  52,  69,  95 
Wild  (Wilde,  Wylde),  Adam  le,  ii*  ; 

Richard  le,  21,  30-1 
Wilkyn,  John,  58 

William  the  groom  of  William  de 
Calverhale,  102,  106* 

Wilson  (Willesone),  Richard  s.  Adam,  16 
Windle  (Wyndel,  Wyndhill),  Alan  de, 


xlviii  n.,  23,  24,  26,  27,  35  ; William 
de,  18*,  19 

Windley  in  Duffield  Frith,  xxxiii 
Wingate  (Wynyate),  Richard  del,  84 
Wingates  (Wyndyates),  in  West- 

houghton, xliv,  42 
Windhill,  see  Windle 
Winkley  (Winkedleye,  Wynkedele, 

Wynkedeleye,  Winkidlee),  Adam 
de,  28,  46  ; John  de,  20*,  122,  129  ; 
John  s.  John  de,  103,  104 
Winstanley  (Wynstanslegh,  Wynstans- 
leie,  Wynstanesleye),  Roger  de,  69, 
70,  80,  108  ; William  s.  William  de, 
10,  12,  33,  34,  36,  78,  96 
Winwick  church,  parson  of,  23*,  29 

, rector  of,  23  n. 

Winwick  (Wynequik,  Wynkwyk,  Wyn- 
kywyk,  Wynwyk),  William  de, 
118-21 

Wiseman  (Wysman),  Robert  le,  36 
Withesde,  Robert,  89 
Withington  (Wethinton),  xxxv,  77,  87 
Withnell  (Whithenhull) , Richard  de,  104 
Wolf,  William  le,  115 
Wolf  all  (Wolfal),  Adam  s.  Roger  de, 
107*  ; John  de,  94  ; John  s.  John 
of  the,  29  ; John  s.  Roger  othe,  29  ; 
Richard  del,  28  ; Robert  del,  22, 
34  ; Roger  othe,  29  ; Roger  s. 
Roger  of  the,  29  ; Thomas  de,  107* 
Wolfenden  (Wolfinden),  William  s.  John 
de,  103,  104 
Wolmor,  Simon  de,  89 
Wolrich,  Alan,  27,  29,  30,  31,  35-7  ; Alan, 
of  Parr,  30 

Wolstonecroft  (Wolstanecroft,  Wolstans- 
croft),  John  de,  89,  91,  96 
Wood  (Wodde,  Wode),  Adam  del,  93  ; 
Adam  s.  Adam  del,  36  ; Alexander 
del,  35,  36  ; Alexander  s.  William 
del,  36  : John  de  (del),  51,  82,  84, 
92  ; Richard  s.  John  othe,  82  ; 
Robert  del,  35,  36,  104  ; Robert  s. 
Jordan  de,  84  ; Robert  s.  William 
del,  36  ; Roger  del,  35  ; Roger  s. 
Jordan  del,  44,  49  ; William  s.  John 
of  the,  80,  82 

Woodcock  (Wodecok),  Robert,  27,  28, 
43,  49,  84,  86*,  93 
Woodcock  Hill  (Wodkokhille),  129 
Woodfall  (Wodefall),  Richard  del,  103 
Woodward  (Wodeward),  William  le,  52 
Woolley  (Wollay,  Wolleye,  etc.), 
Aydropus  de,  40  ; Hundekin  de, 
17,  33-6,  96  ; Ralph  de,  96  ; Ranulf 
de,  10,  II,  13,  14,  90 
Woolston  (Wolston),  Richard  de,  94  ; 

Thomas  de,  78,  79,  86,  115 
Woolton  (Wolueton),  William  de,  106, 
120,  1 21  ; William  s.  Adam  de  83 
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Wordeleye  (Wordlegh),  Adam  de,  31  ; 

Geoffrey  de,  31,  93 
Wordhill,  William  de,  36 
Worsley  (Workesleie,  Workesleye),  4,  5, 
75 

Worsley  (Werkesleye,  Workeley, 
Workesle,  Workeslegh,  Wyrkesleye, 
etc.),  Adam  de,  Geoffrey  de,  81,  83  ; 
Jordan  de,  52,  83*,  124  ; Margaret 
(Margery)  de,  xlviii*,  32,  57,  75  ; 
Richard  de,  37,  52*,  79,  82-4,  95, 
104,  108,  iio-ii,  124*,  127 
Worsthorne  (Worstorn),  129* 

Worth,  Henry  de,  Robert  de,  86 
Worthington  (Worthinton),  Henry  de, 
94  ; John  de,  85,  94*  ; Richard  de, 
1,  15,  46-7,  93,  94  ; Robert  de,  1,  12, 
46-7,  67*,  93,  95  : Robert  s. 

William  de,  47  ; William  de,  47, 
68*,  69,  80,  93-5,  97  ; William  s. 
Robert  de,  93,  97 

Wrayton  (Wraton),  132  ; see  also 
Melling  with  Wrayton 
Wrayton,  Thomas  de,  108  n. 

Wrenbury  (Wrenneburi),  John  de,  87, 
88 

Wright,  Henry  le,  John  le,  29  ; Richard 
le,  84 

Wrightington  (Wrightyngton),  Richard 
de,  31  ; Robert  de,  85  ; Robert  s. 
Ambrose  de,  34  ; Robert  s.  Richard 


s.  Wrennowe  de,  85  ; Thomas  s. 
Ambrose  de,  96  ; William  de,  59 
Wrokeshale,  John  de,  115 
Wycheuese,  see  Wytheeuse 
Wyco,  Richard  Broun  de,  102 
Wylashill,  John  de,  50* 

Wylde,  see  Wild 
Wylion,  William,  no 
Wylkeshalgh,  Robert  de,  78 
Wylyngtone,  56 

Wymondhouses  (Wymundhouses), 

William  de,  49,  50 
Wyndargh,  Adam  de,  49 
Wyndel,  Wyndhill,  see  Windle 
Wyndyates,  see  Wingates 
Wynkedeley,  Wynkidlee,  see  Winkley 
Wynyngton,  John  de,  Robert  de,  40 
Wyresdale  (Wirsdale),  xxxvi 
— forest,  lii,  103 

Wyresdale,  Richard  s.  Adam  de,  16 
Wyrhale,  Robert  s.  Adam  de,  79 
Wyrre,  Robert,  87 
Wysman,  see  Wiseman 
Wytheeuse,  Richard  del,  36,  51 
Wyting(e)ham,  see  Whittingham 

Yarm,  xxxviii 
Yeland,  Robert  de,  93 
Yolstanes,  William  de,  49 
York,  xviii,  xxiii*,  xxix,  xxxviii 
Yorkshire,  judicial  commissions  in,  xl 
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Armed  companies,  xli,  xlii,  li,  lix,  4,  5, 
57-8,  61,  68-70,  74  ; see  also  under 
Confederacy- 

Articles  of  Inquiry,  xli,  2-7 
Assemblies,  prohibition  of,  xxvii  and 
n.,  80 

Assessors  and  collectors  of  taxes,  xl,  55-6, 
59,  60,  63,  65,  117  n.,  121-2,  127; 
see  alsol.V.V.  : Chisenhale,  John  de  ; 
Gentil,  William  le  ; Norley,  Thur- 
stan  de  ; Trafford,  Sir  Henry  de  ; 
Travers,  John 

, clerks  of,  see  I.P.P.  : Chisenhale, 

Thomas  de  ; Pelle,  Robert  ; 
Skipton,  William  de  ; Spink, 
William 

Assizes,  at  Preston,  69 
— , at  Tutbury,  xxxiii 
— , disturbance  of,  li,  lix  n. 

Bailiffs,  see  Hundred  bailiffs 
Banaster  revolt,  xxii,  xxx  n.,  xlii-xlvi, 
27-8,  38-9,  42-8,  84-5 

, ransoms  taken  after,  xlviii,  4,  5, 

40,  79-80 

Baronial  opposition,  aims  of,  xiii-xiv 

, reasons  for  failure  of,  xiv-xv 

Benefit  of  clergy,  ii,  14,  16,  22-6,  28, 
31*.  35,  37,  54,  92 

Bishop’s  letter  claiming  criminous  clerk, 
22-3 

Boroughbridge,  battle  of,  xv,  xxviii-xxix, 
XXXV*,  4,  5 

— , — , effects  of,  in  Lancashire,  xxxix. 
Hi 

— , — , fugitives  from,  1 10-17,  132 

, Lancashire  captives  at,  xxix-xxx, 

xxxiii  n.,  73  n. 

Chamber,  king’s,  xiii-xiv 
Chancery,  king’s,  xiii-xiv,  xx 
— , — , clerk  of,  71 

— , of  palatinate  of  Lancaster,  lx,  Ixi 
and  n. 

Chases,  see  Parks  and  chases 
Cheshire  levies,  xxxii 

, in  Lancashire,  xxxiv-xxxv,  77, 

86-9 

Collectors  of  taxes,  see  Assessors  and 
collectors 

Commissions  of  array,  xxxv* 
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Commissions  of  oyer  and  terminer,  xl, 
xlivn.*,  xlvi  n.,  xlvii  n.,  liv,  43  n.,  53 
n.,  78  n. 

— of  the  peace,  Ivi-lxi,  108* 

— of  Trailbaston,  Ivi 
— , judicial,  of  1323,  xl 
Confederacies,  4,  5 

Confederacy  of  Adam  Banaster,  xliv,  42 

— of  William  de  Bradshaw,  1-li,  47,  85, 

92-6 

— of  Richard  de  Holland,  xlix-li,  70, 

75-6,  96-7 

Conservators,  see  Peace,  keepers  of  the 
Coram  Rege  Roll  no.  254,  description  of, 
ix,  xlii 

— , importance  of,  xv 
Coroner,  55,  96 

— , perquisites  and  extortions  of,  128-9 
— , murder  of  a,  lx  n. 

— , rolls  of,  50 

Council,  executive,  of  1318,  xxiv 
County  court,  disturbance  of,  li,  67 
Custodes  pacis,  see  Peace,  keepers  of  the 

Escheator,  71 

Exchequer,  king’s,  xiii-xiv,  59  n.,  64 
Exigent,  see  under  Writ 

Fairs,  see  Markets  and  fairs 
Famine  of  1315-16,  xxi  and  n. 

Felons’  chattels,  27,  37,  50,  56*,  128 
Fugitives,  plunder  of,  xxxv,  xxxvii, 
xxxix,  48,  110-17,  132,  133 

Gaol  delivery,  19-3L  49-55.  56-9 

Household,  king’s,  xiii-xiv 
Hundred  bailiffs,  duties  of,  as  peace 
officers,  lii-liii 

, hereditary,  xxxi,  123  and  n. 

, responsibility  of,  to  the  crown,  liii 

of  Lancashire,  divided  allegiance 

of,  liv 

, farming  of  office  of,  119,  123 

, grooms  of,  120-1 

, misconduct  of,  xl,  liii,  liv-lvi, 

lx  n.,  4,  5,  6,  7,  14,  62-3,  65, 
117  n.,  118-20,  122-8,  130-1 

— ^ , other  references,  17,  in,  115 

of  Amoundemess,  see  I.P.P. 
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Dodhill,  John  de  ; Huyton,  John 
de  ; Motoun,  William  ; Read, 
William  de  ; Risley,  Gilbert  de 

of  Clitheroe  wapentake,  see  I.P.P.  : 

Bolton,  John  de  ; Bolton, 
Nicholas  de  ; Son  of  Emery, 
Richard  ; Holden,  Nicholas 
de  ; Purdhomme,  Roger  ; Ro- 
mundby,  Adam  de  ; Helm, 
Ralph  de 

of  Leyland,  see  I.P.P.  : Bradshaw, 

Adam  de  ; Duxbury,  Henry 
de  ; Greave,  Henry  le 

of  Lonsdale,  see  I.P.P.  : Erium, 

Walter  s.  Alan  de  ; Nevill, 
Edmund  de  ; Smallwood,  Wil- 
liam de 

of  Salford,  see  I.P.P.  : Bolt, 

Henry  ; Bradshaw,  William  s. 
Richard  ; Bromihurst,  Gilbert 
de  ; Bulling,  Elias  ; Hayward, 
William  le  ; Holm,  Adam  de  ; 
Holm,  Robert  de  ; Hulton, 
Adam  de  ; Hunt,  William  le  ; 
Neweham,  Richard  de  ; Shores- 
worth,  Alexander  de  ; Toppyng, 
Richard  ; Worsley,  Richard  de 

of  West  Derby,  see  I.P.P.  : Baret, 

Roger  ; Bold,  Richard  le  ; 
Bowdon,  Adam  de  ; Cayley, 
John  de  ; Derby,  Robert  de  ; 
Martinscroft,  Roger  de  ; Moly- 
neux,  Richard  de  ; Norris, 
John  s.  Robert  de;  Norris, 
Richard  le  ; Prestessone, 
Richard  le  ; Winwick,  William 
de  ; Woolton,  William  de 

Inquisition  at  Clitheroe  and  Preston,  xl, 
102-34 

— at  Ightenhill,  98-101 

— at  Wigan  (Major),  xlii,  42  et  seqq. 
Irish  revolt,  xx-xxi 

Juries,  empanelling  of,  xli,  lii,  Iv-lvi, 
118-20,  123,  125-6,  130-1 
— , intimidation  of,  li,  liii,  Ivi,  6,  7 ; see 
also  County  court 

Justices  of  the  peace,  see  Commissions 
of  the  peace 

Keepers  of  the  peace,  see  under  Peace 
King’s  Bench,  court  of,  at  Gloucester, 
42  n.  I 

, — , at  Hereford,  loi 

, — , at  Wigan,  xv,  xxxi,  xli-xlii, 

Iviii,  and  Calendar 
Knights  of  the  shire,  election  of,  119 


Leake,  Treaty  of,  xxiv 
Legal  process,  slowness  of,  liii 
Lochmaben,  terms  of,  xxxviii 

Mainprise,  unlawful,  118 
Markets  and  fairs,  disturbance  of,  li, 
lx  n.,  57,  58*,  61,  68*,  70,  93,  96 
Marshal,  of  the  king’s  household,  xli 
— , of  the  marshalsea,  li  n.,  ii,  16,  51 
Middle  party,  formation  of,  xxiii 

, disruption  of,  xxv-xxvi 

Musters,  62-3  and  n.,  64,  66 

Ordainers,  lords,  xvi-xviii,  xx,  xxii 
Ordinances  of  1311,  xvi-xx  passim, 
xxiii,  xxiv 

Outlawry,  see  Writ  of  exigent 

Pardon,  letters  of,  royal,  xix  and  n., 
xxiv  n.,  xxvi  n.,  xxx  n.*,  xliv  n., 
19-21,  42  n.,  50-1,  82-3 
— , — , granted  by  earl  of  Lancaster  and 
Robert  de  Holland,  xlviii,  36 
Parker,  of  Myerscough,  103* 

— , of  Pimbo,  89,  90* 

— , of  Prestwich,  115 
— , of  Toxteth,  107 

Parks  and  chases,  see  I.P.P.  : Bleas- 
dale,  Fulwood,  Hale,  Healey, 
Hoddlesden,  Hyde,  Ightenhill, 
Linale,  Musbury,  Myerscough, 
Newton  in  Makerfield,  Norley, 
Pendle,  Pimbo,  Quernmore, 
Rossendale,  Toxteth,  Trawden, 
Upholland,  Wyresdale 

, offences  in,  xl,  xlii,  4,  5,  59-60, 

89-92,  97-110 

Parliament:  13  ii,  xvii  ; Midsummer 
1313,  xliv  n.;  Sep.  1313,  xix  ; 1314, 
XX*,  xxii,  xxxi  ; 1316,  xx  ; 1318, 

xxiv  n.,  liv  ; 1319,  xxiv  n.  ; 1321, 
xxvi,  Iviii  ; Nov.  1322,  55  n.  ; 1325, 
1328,  li  n.  ; Nov.  1330,  1331,  lii 
Peace,  commissions  of  the,  Ivi-lxi,  108* 
— , keepers  of  the,  in  Essex  and  Herts, 
Iviii 

— , — , in  Lancashire,  xxx  n.,  xxxi,  Ivii- 
Ixi,  83  n.,  108  and  n. 

Porter,  king’s,  92,  104 

Posse  comitatus,  xlvi,  46 

— , of  Leyland  Hundred,  92 

Prise,  see  Purveyance 

Private  warfare,  in  Lancashire,  xv  ; 

see  also  Armed  companies, 
Banaster  revolt 

, in  Wales,  xxii,  xxiii,  xxv 

Purveyance,  xl,  2,  3,  55  n.,  62  n.,  125, 
131-2 

Puture,  117-18,  120,  123,  130 
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Ransoms,  see  under  Banaster  revolt 
Rector,  see  I.P.P.  under  Aughton,  Bury, 
Prescot,  Preston,  Sefton,  Standish, 
^^'arrington,  Wigan,  Winwick 
Retainers,  see  under  Confederacy 

Scottish  raids:  1311-13,  xix  ; 1314-15, 
XX  ; 1316,  xxii  ; 1319,  122  n.  ; 1322, 
xxxvi-xxxvii,  48 
Serjeants  at  arms,  107 
Sheriff’s  clerk,  112 
— groom,  1 14 

Sheriffs,  dismissal  of,  xx,  liv 
— , duties  of,  as  peace  officers,  lii-liii 
— , hereditary,  xx  n.,  liii 
— , responsibility  of,  to  the  crown,  liii 
— , of  Lancaster,  see  I.P.P.  : Darcy, 
John;  Leyburn,  Robert  de  ; South- 
worth,  Gilbert  de 

— , deputy,  of  Lancaster,  divided  alle- 
giance of,  liii-liv 

— , — , — , misconduct  of,  liv-lvi,  lx  n., 
4-7,  111-14,  116-19,  121-2, 
125,  130-3 

— , — , — , see  also  I.P.P.  : Bickerstaffe, 
Sir  Ralph  de  ; Gentil,  Wil- 
liam ; Malton,  Henry  de  ; 


Nevill,  Edmund  de  ; Rad- 
cliffe,  Robert  de 

Steward  of  Blackburnshire,  extortions 
of,  129 

Subsidies,  55  and  n.,  59-60,  121-4,  126-7 

— assessment  rolls  of,  127  and  n. 
Supersedeas,  see  under  Writ 

Taxes,  see  Assessors  and  collectors  ; 
Subsidies 

Treasurer,  king’s,  xx 

Vaccaries,  xxxvi,  lii,  99 

Wardrobe,  king’s,  xiii-xiv,  117 
Weyf,  124 

Writ  de  supersedendo  de  exigendis,  19 

— of  acquittal,  116-17 

• — of  exigent,  12*,  14*,  16-18,  25,  31-7 
passim,  50,  51 

— of  prohibition,  xxvii  n.,  xxxiv  and  n. 

— of  supersedeas,  16,  88,  133-4 

— for  election  of  knights  of  the  shire,  119 

— for  parliamentary  expenses,  xliv  n., 

119 

— to  the  justices  at  Wigan,  xli,  6-9 
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Raines. 

A History  of  the  Ancient  Chapel  of  Denton,  in  Manchester  Parish.  By  John 
Booker. 

A Letter  from  John  Bradshawe  of  Gray’s  Inn  to  Sir  Peter  Legh  of  Lyme.  Edited 
by  William  Langton. 

Vol.  38.*  Bibliographical  Notices  of  the  Church  Libraries  of  Turton  and  Gorton  bequeathed 
by  Humphrey  Chetham.  Edited  by  Gilbert  J.  French. 

Vol.  39.*  The  Farington  Papers.  Edited  by  Miss  ffarington. 

Vol.  42.*  A History  of  the  Ancient  Chapels  of  Didsbury  and  Chorlton,  in  Manchester  Parish, 
including  Sketches  of  the  Townships  of  Didsbury,  Withington,  Burnage,  Heaton  Norris, 
Reddish,  Levenshulme,  and  Chorlton-cum-Hardy.  By  John  Booker. 

Vol.  45.*  Miscellanies  : being  a selection  from  the  Poems  and  Correspondence  of  the  Rev. 
Thomas  Wilson,  B.D.,of  Qitheroe.  With  Memoirs  of  his  Life.  By  F.  R.  Raines. 

Vol.  47.*  A History  of  the  Ancient  Chapel  of  Birch,  in  Manchester  Parish,  including  a Sketch 
of  the  Township  of  Rusholme.  By  John  Booker. 

Vols.  48,*  64.  A Catalogue  of  the  Collection  of  Tracts  for  and  against  Popery  (published  in  or 
about  the  reign  of  James  II.)  in  the  Manchester  Library  founded  by  Humphrey  Chetham. 
Edited  by  Thomas  Jones.  2 vols. 

Vols.  49,*  50.*  The  Lancashire  Lieutenancy  under  the  Tudors  and  Stuarts.  The  Civil  and 
Military  Government  of  the  County,  as  illustrated  by  a series  of  Royal  and  other  Letters  ; 
Orders  of  the  Privy  Council,  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  other  Authorities,  &c.  Edited  by 
John  Harland.  2 parts. 

Vols.  52,*  55,*  71,  77,  91,  100,  loi,  102,  106,  108,  III.  Collectanea  Anglo-Poetica  : or,  A 
Bibliographical  and  Descriptive  Catalogue  of  a portion  of  a Collection  of  Early  English 
Poetry,  with  occasional  Extracts  and  Remarks  Biographical  and  Critical.  By  Thomas 
Corser,  ii  parts. 

Vols.  53,*  56,*  58.*  Mamecestre  : being  Chapters  from  the  early  recorded  History  of  the 
Barony,  the  Lordship  or  Manor,  the  Vill,  Borough  or  Town,  of  Manchester.  Edited  by 
John  Harland.  3 vols. 

Vol.  57.*  Chetham  Miscellanies.  Vol.  HI.  Edited  by  William  Langton.  Containing  : 

On  the  South  Lancashire  Dialect,  with  Biographical  Notices  of  John  Collier,  the 
author  of  Tim  Bobbin.  By  Thomas  Heywood. 

Rentale  de  Cokersand  : being  the  Bursar’s  Rent  Roll  of  the  Abbey  of  Cokersand 
for  the  year  1501.  Edited  by  F.  R.  Raines. 
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The  Names  of  all  the  Gentlemen  of  the  best  callinge  w^Mn  the  countye  of  Lancastre, 
whereof  choyse  ys  to  be  made  of  a c’ten  number  to  lend  vnto  her  Ma^ye  rnoneye 
vpon  privie  seals  in  Janvarye  1588.  From  a manuscript  in  the  possession  of 
F.  R.  Raines. 

Some  Instructions  given  by  William  Booth  Esquire  to  his  stewards  John  Carington 
and  William  Rowcrofte,  upon  the  purchase  of  Warrington  by  Sir  George  Booth 
Baronet  and  William  Booth  his  son,  a.d.  mdcxviii.  Communicated  by  William 
Beamont. 

Letter  from  Sir  John  Seton,  Manchester  y®  25  M’ch,  1643.  Edited  by  Thomas 
Heywood. 

The  Names  of  eight  hundred  inhabitants  of  Manchester  who  took  the  oath  of  allegiance 
to  Charles  II.  in  April,  1679.  Communicated  by  John  Harland. 

The  Pole  Booke  of  Manchester,  May  y®  22^  1690.  Edited  by  William  Langton. 

Vols.  59,*  60.*  A History  of  the  Chantries  within  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  : being 
the  Reports  of  the  Royal  Commissioners  of  Henry  VHI.,  Edward  VI.,  and  Queen  Mary. 
Edited  by  F.  R.  Raines.  2 vols. 

Vol.  61.  I.  Abbott’s  Journal.  II.  An  Account  of  the  Tryalls,  &c.,  in  Manchester  in  1694. 
Edited  by  Alexander  Goss. 

Vol.  62.*  Discourse  of  the  Warr  in  Lancashire.  Edited  by  William  Beamont. 

Vols.  63,*  65.  Court  Leet  Records  of  the  Manor  of  Manchester  in  the  Sixteenth  Century,  Edited 
by  John  Harland.  2 vols. 

Vols.  66,*  67,*  70.  The  Stanley  Papers.  Part  III.  Private  Devotions  and  Miscellanies  of 
James  seventh  earl  of  Derby,  K.G.,  with  a Prefatory  Memoir  and  Appendix  of  Documents. 
Edited  by  F.  R.  Raines.  3 vols. 

Vols.  68,*  72.*  Collectanea  relating  to  Manchester  and  its  Neighbourhood,  at  various  periods. 
Edited  by  John  Harland.  2 vols. 

Vols.  69,  73,  93,  94.  The  Admission  Register  of  the  Manchester  School,  with  some  Notices 
of  the  more  distinguished  Scholars.  Edited  by  Jeremiah  Finch  Smith.  3 vols.,  in  4 
parts. 

Vol.  74.  Three  Lancashire  Documents  of  the  Fourteenth  and  Fifteenth  Centuries,  namely  : 
I.  The  Great  De  Lacy  Inquisition,  Feb.  16,  1311.  11.  Survey  of  1320-1346.  HI.  Custom 

Roll  and  Rental  of  the  manor  of  Ashton-under-Lyne,  1421.  Edited  by  John  Harland, 

Vol.  75.*  Lancashire  Funeral  Certificates,  Edited  by  Thomas  William  King.  With  additions 
by  F.  R.  Raines. 

Vol.  76.  Observations  and  Instructions  divine  and  Morall.  In  Verse.  By  Robert  Heywood 
of  Heywood,  Lancashire.  Edited  by  James  Crossley. 

Vols.  78,  79,  80.  Tracts  written  in  the  Controversy  respecting  the  Legitimacy  of  Amicia, 
daughter  of  Hugh  Cyveliok,  earl  of  Chester,  a.d.  1673-1679.  By  sir  Peter  Leycester,  bart., 
and  sir  Thomas  Mainwaring,  bart.  Edited  by  William  Beamont.  3 parts. 

Vol.  81.*  The  Visitation  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  made  in  the  year  1567,  by  William 
Flower.  Edited  by  F.  R.  Raines, 

Vol,  82.*  The  Visitation  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  made  in  the  year  1613,  by  Richard 
St.  George.  Edited  by  F.  R.  Raines. 

Vol,  83.  Chetham  Miscellanies,  Vol.  IV.,  containing: 

Some  Account  of  General  Robert  Venables,  of  Antrobus  and  Wincham,  Cheshire  ; 
with  an  engraving  from  his  Portrait  at  Wincham,  together  with  the  Autobiographical 
Memoranda  or  Diary  of  his  Widow,  Elizabeth  Venables. 

A Forme  of  Confession  grounded  vpon  the  Ancient  Catholique  and  Apostolique  Faith. 
By  Lady  Bridget  Egerton.  a.d.  1636. 

A Kalender  conteyning  the  Names  of  all  such  Gent,  and  others  as  upon  her  Maty’s 
Pryvye  Seales  have  paid  there  Money  to  the  handes  of  Sir  Hugh  Cholmondley 
Knyghte  Collect^  of  Her  Hyghnes  Loane  withi^^  the  Countie  of  Chester,  together 
wth  the  severall  Somes  and  Daies  of  Receipt,  a.d.  1597. 

History  of  Warrington  Friary.  Edited  by  William  Beamont. 
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Vols.  84,*  85,*  88.  The  Visitation  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  made  in  the  year 
1664-5,  by  Sir  William  Diigdale.  Edited  by  E.  R.  Raines.  3 parts. 

Vols.  86,  87.  Annals  of  the  Lords  of  Warrington  for  the  first  five  centuries  after  the  conquest. 
With  historical  notices  of  the  place  and  neighbourhood.  Edited  by  William  Beamont. 

2 vols.,  2 parts. 

Vols.  89,  90.  The  Dr.  Farmer  Chetham  MS.,  being  a commonplace-book  in  the  Chetham 
Library,  temp.  Elizabeth,  James  I.  and  Charles  L,  consisting  of  verse  and  prose,  mostly 
hitherto  unpublished.  Edited  by  Alexander  B.  Grosart.  2 parts. 

Vol.  92.*  The  History  of  the  Parish  of  Kirkham.  By  Henry  Fishwick. 

Vols.  95,  99.  Abstracts  of  Inquisitions  post  Mortem,  made  by  Christopher  Towneley  and  Roger 
Dodsworth.  Extracted  from  Manuscripts  at  Towneley.  Edited  by  William  Langton. 
2 vols. 

Vol.  96.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  Vol.  V.  Edited  by  F,  R.  Raines. 

A Description  of  the  State,  Civil  and  Ecclesiastical,  of  the  County  of  Lancaster, 
about  the  year  1590,  by  some  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocese  of  Chester. 

A Visitation  of  the  Diocese  of  Chester,  by  John,  Archbishop  of  York,  held  in  the 
Chapter  House  of  the  Collegiate  and  Parish  Church  of  Manchester,  1590,  with  the 
Archbishop’s  Correspondence  with  the  Clergy. 

Letters  on  the  Claims  of  the  College  of  Arms  in  Lancashire,  in  the  time  of  James  the 
First  ; by  Leonard  Smethley  and  Randle  Holme,  Deputy  Heralds. 

The  Easter  Rolls  of  Whalley  in  the  years  1552  and  1553. 

Vol.  97.  Contributions  towards  a History  of  the  Ancient  Parish  of  Prestbury  in  Cheshire. 
By  Frank  Renaud. 

Vols.  98,*  no.  The  Visitation  of  Lancashire  and  a Part  of  Cheshire,  a.d.  1533,  by  special 
commission  of  Thomas  Benalt.  Edited  by  William  Langton.  2 parts. 

Vol.  103.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  Vol.  VI.  Edited  by  F.  R.  Raines. 

The  Rent  Roll  of  Sir  John  Towneley  of  Towneley,  Knight,  for  Burnley,  Ightenhill, 
&c.,  1535-6. 

The  Autobiography  of  Mr.  Langley  of  Prestwich. 

A Close  Catalogue  of  the  Rectors  of  Prestwich,  from  1316  to  1632. 

Vols.  104,  105.  The  History  of  the  Parish  of  Garstang.  Edited  by  Henry  Fishwick.  2 parts. 
Vols.  107,  1 13.  Inventories  of  Goods  in  the  Churches  and  Chapels  in  Lancashire,  taken  in  the 
year  a.d.  1552.  Edited  by  John  Eglington  Bailey.  2 parts. 

Vol.  109.  Correspondence  of  Nathan  Walworth  and  Peter  Seddon  of  Outwood,  and  other 
Documents  relating  to  the  Building  of  Ringley  Chapel.  Edited  by  John  Samuel  Fletcher. 
Vol.  1 12.  Two  Compoti  of  the  Lancashire  and  Cheshire  Manors  of  Henry  de  Lacy,  Earl  of 
Lincoln,  a.d.  1294-6,  1304-5.  Edited  by  P.  A.  Lyons.  With  an  Introduction  by  John 
Eglington  Bailey. 

General  Index  to  vols.  1-114.  2 vols. 


NEW  SERIES 

Vols.  I,  2.*  The  Vicars  of  Rochdale.  By  F.  R.  Raines.  Edited  by  Sir  Henry  H.  Howorth. 
2 parts. 

Vol.  3.  Lancashire  and  Cheshire  Wills  and  Inventories  at  Chester,  with  an  Appendix  of  Abstracts 
of  Wills  now  Lost  or  Destroyed.  Transcribed  G.  J.  Piccope.  Edited  by  J.  P.  Earwaker. 
Vol.  4.  The  Catéchisme,  or  a Christian  Doctrine  necessary  for  Children  and  Ignorant  people,  of 
Lawrence  Vaux,  1574,  sometime  Warden  of  the  Collegiate  Church,  Manchester.  Edited  by 
T.  G.  Law. 

Vols.  5,  6.  The  Rectors  of  Manchester,  and  the  Wardens  of  the  Collegiate  Church  of  that 
Town.  By  F.  R.  Raines.  Edited  by  J.  E.  Bailey.  2 parts. 
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Vol.  7.  The  Old  Church  and  School  Libraries  of  Lancashire.  With  Bibliographical  and  other 
Illustrations.  By  R.  C.  Christie. 

Vol.  8.  The  History  of  the  Parish  of  Poulton-le-Fylde.  By  Henry  Fishwick. 

Vols.  9,  II,  14.  The  Coucher  Book  of  Furness  Abbey.  Edited  by  J.  C.  Atkinson.  3 parts. 

Vol.  10.  The  History  of  the  Parish  of  Bispham.  By  Henry  Fishwick. 

Vol.  12.  The  Crosby  Records.  Edited  by  T.  E.  Gibson  and  Bishop  Goss. 

Vol.  13.  A Bibliography  of  the  Works  Written  and  Edited  by  Dr.  Worthington.  By  R.  C. 
Christie. 

Vols.  15,  16,  17,  18.  The  History  of  the  Church  and  Manor  of  Wigan.  By  Canon 
Bridgeman.  4 parts. 

Vol.  19.  Correspondence  of  Edward,  Third  Earl  of  Derby,  during  the  years  24  to  31  Henry  VIIL 
Edited  by  T.  Northcote  Toller. 

Vols.  20,  22,  24.  The  Minutes  of  the  Manchester  Presbyterian  Classis,  1646-1660.  Edited 
by  Wm.  a.  Shaw.  3 parts. 

Vols.  21,  23.  Lives  of  the  Fellows  of  the  College  of  Manchester.  By  the  late  F.  R.  Raines. 
Edited  by  Frank  Renaud.  2 parts. 

Vol.  25.  The  History  of  the  Parish  of  St.  Michaels-on-Wyre.  By  Henry  Fishwick. 

Vols.  26,  31,  58,  59.  Materials  for  the  History  of  the  Church  of  Lancaster.  Edited  by  W.  O. 
Roper.  4 vols. 

V^ol.  27.  Notes  on  the  Churches  of  Lancashire.  By  the  late  Sir  Stephen  Glynne.  Edited 
by  J.  C.  Atkinson. 

Vol.  28.  Lancashire  and  Cheshire  Wills  and  Inventories  at  Chester,  1572  to  1696  ; with  an  Appen- 
dix of  Lancashire  and  Cheshire  Wills  and  Inventories  proved  at  York  or  Richmond,  1542  to 
1649.  Edited  by  J.  P.  Earwaker. 

Vols.  29,  30,  34,  35,  70.  The  Poems  of  John  Byrom.  Edited  by  A.  W.  Ward.  5 parts. 

Vol.  32.  Notes  on  the  Churches  of  Cheshire.  By  the  late  Sir  Stephen  Glynne.  Edited 
by  J.  C.  Atkinson. 

Vol.  33.  The  Note  Book  of  the  Rev.  Thomas  Jolly,  with  Extracts  from  the  Church  Book  of 
Altham  and  Wymondhouses;  Edited  by  Henry  Fishwick. 

Vols.  36,  41.  The  Minutes  of  the  Bury  Presbyterian  Classis,  1647-1657.  Edited  by  Wm.  A 
Shaw.  2 parts. 

Vol.  37.  Lancashire  and  Cheshire  Wills  and  Inventories.  Edited  by  J.  Paul  Rylands. 

Vols.  38,*  39,*  40,*  43,  56,  57,  64.  The  Chartulary  of  Cockersand  Abbey.  Transcribed  and 
Edited  by  William  Farrer.  7 parts. 

Vols.  42,  45,  51.  A History  of  the  Ancient  Chapel  of  Stretford,  in  Manchester  Parish.  By 
H.  T.  Crofton.  3 vols. 

Vol.  44.  Act  Book  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Court  of  Whalley.  Edited  by  Alice  M.  Cooke. 

Vols.  46,  48.  The  Portmote  or  Court  Leet  Records  of  Salford,  1597-1669.  Edited  by  T.  G.  de 
T.  Mandley,  2 vols. 

Vol.  47.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  New  Series,  Vol.  I.  Containing  : 

Inventories  of  Goods  in  the  Churches  and  Chapels  of  Lancashire,  1552.  Part  HI. — 
Amounderness  and  Lonsdale  Hundreds.  Edited  by  Henry  Fishwick. 

An  Exhortation  for  Contributions  to  Maintain  Preachers  in  Lancashire  {Circa  1641) 
by  George  Walker,  B.D.  Edited  by  Charles  W.  Sutton. 

The  Wonderful  Child.  Tracts  Issued  in  1679  Relating  to  Charles  Bennett,  of  Man- 
chester. Edited  by  William  E.  A.  Axon. 

Mosley  Family.  Memoranda  of  Oswald  and  Nicholas  Mosley  of  Ancoats,  with  a 
Genealogical  Introduction.  Edited  by  Ernest  Axon. 

Vols.  49,  50.  The  Life  of  Humphrey  Chetham.  By  F.  R.  Raines  and  Charles  W.  Sutton, 
2 vols. 
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V"ols.  52,  53,  54,  55.  A History  of  Newton  Chapelry  in  the  Parish  of  Manchester.  By  H.  T. 
Crofton.  4 vols. 

Vol.  60.*  The  History  of  the  Parish  of  Lytham.  By  Henry  Fishwick. 

Vols.  61,  62.  Materials  for  the  History  of  Lancaster.  By  W.  O.  Roper.  2 parts. 

Vol.  63.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  New  Series,  Vol.  II.  Containing  : 

Broughton  Topography  and  Manor  Court.  By  H.  T.  Crofton. 

The  Apostolical  Life  of  Ambrose  Barlow.  Edited  by  W.  E.  Rhodes. 

A Manchester  Assessment  of  1648.  With  Introduction  by  Ernest  Broxap. 

Vol.  65.  Tracts  relating  to  the  Civil  War  in  Cheshire,  1641-1659,  including  Sir  George  Booth’s 
rising  in  that  County.  Edited  by  J.  C.  Atkinson. 

Vols.  66,*  67,*  68.*  The  Records  of  Blackburn  Grammar  School.  Edited  by  G.  A.  Stocks. 
3 parts. 

Vol.  69.  The  Township  Booke  of  Halliwell.  Transcribed  and  edited  by  Archibald  Sparke. 
Vol.  71.  The  Survey  of  the  Manor  of  Rochdale,  1626.  Edited  by  Henry  Fishwick. 

Vol.  72.  A History  of  Leagram  : The  Park  and  the  Manor.  By  John  Weld. 

Vol.  73.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  New  Series,  Vol.  III.  Containing  : 

Documents  relating  to  the  Plague  in  Manchester  in  1605.  Edited  by  W.  E.  A.  Axon. 
A Survey  of  the  Manor  of  Penwortham,  1570.  Edited  by  C.  W.  Sutton. 

List  of  Clergymen,  etc.,  in  the  Diocese  of  Chester,  1691.  Edited  by  John  Brownbill. 
Vols.  74,  76,  78.  The  Coucher  Book  of  Furness  Abbey.  Vol.  11.  Edited  by  John  Brown- 
bill.  3 parts. 

Vol.  75.  The  Domesday  Survey  of  Cheshire.  Edited,  with  Introduction,  Translation,  and 
Notes,  by  James  Tait. 

Vol.  77.  Lancashire  Quarter  Sessions  Records.  Vol.  I.,  1590-1606.  Edited  by  James  Tait. 
Vols.  79,  82.  The  Chartulary  or  Register  of  St.  Werburgh’s  Abbey,  Chester.  Edited  by  James 
Tait.  2 parts. 

Vol.  80.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  New  Series,  Vol.  IV.  Containing  : 

Dunkenhalgh  Deeds,  c.  1200-1600.  Edited  by  G.  A.  Stocks  and  James  Tait. 
Extracts  from  the  Manchester  Churchwardens’  Accounts,  1664-1710.  Edited  by  E. 
Broxap. 

The  New  Court  Book  of  the  Manor  of  Bramhall  (1632-1657).  Edited  by  H.  W. 
Clemesha. 

Latin  Verses  and  Speeches  by  Scholars  of  the  Manchester  Grammar  School,  1640  and 
1750-1800.  Edited  by  A.  A.  Mumford. 

Records  of  some  Salford  Portmoots  in  the  Sixteenth  Century.  Edited  by  James  Tait. 
Vol.  81.  The  Place-names  of  Lancashire.  Edited  by  E.  Ekwall. 

Vol.  83.  Taxation  in  Salford  Hundred,  1524-1802.  Edited  by  James  Tait. 

Vol.  84.  Chester  County  Court  Rolls,  1259-1297.  Edited  by  R.  Stewart-Brown. 

Vol.  85.*  A History  of  Clayton-le-Moors.  By  R.  Trappes-Lomax. 

Vol.  86.  The  Economic  History  of  Rossendale.  By  G.  H.  Tupling. 

Vol.  87.  Lancaster  Palatine  Plea  Rolls.  Roll  I.  Edited  by  John  Parker. 

Vol.  88.  Mediæval  Cheshire.  By  H.  J.  Hewitt. 

Vol.  89.*  Diary  and  Letter  Book  of  Rev.  T.  Brockbank.  Edited  by  R.  Trappes-Lomax. 
Vol.  90.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  New  Series,  Vol.  V.  Containing  : 

The  History  of  the  Township  of  Arkholme.  Compiled  by  W.  H.  Chippindall. 
Some  Ewood  Deeds.  By  Thomas  Woodcock. 

The  Hundred  of  Leyland.  By  Thomas  Cruddas  Porteus. 

The  Narrative  of  the  Indictment  of  the  Traitors  of  Whalley  and  Cartmell,  1536-1537. 
By  John  Eyre  Winstanley  Wallis. 

Vol.  91.  Lancashire  Deeds.  Vol.  I.  Shuttleworth  Deeds,  Part  I.  Edited  by  John  Parker. 

Vol.  92.  Queen  Mary’s  Grammar  School,  Clitheroe.  Part  I.  The  i6th  and  17th  Centuries. 

By  C.  W.  Stokes. 
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Vol.  93.  Biographical  Sketches  of  the  Members  of  Parliament  of  Lancashire  (1290-1550).  By 
Henry  Hornyold-Strickland. 

Vol.  94.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  New  Series,  Vol.  VI.  Containing  : 

The  Cowcher  Book  of  Furness  Abbey,  Transcript  of  the  Lost  Folio  70.  Communi- 
cated by  Cyril  T.  Flower. 

On  a Fifteenth-Century  York  Missal  formerly  used  at  Broughton-in-Amounderness, 
Lancashire.  By  Francis  C.  Eeles. 

The  Rectors  and  Deans  of  Manchester  prior  to  the  Collegiation  of  the  Parish  Church 
in  1421.  By  Ernest  Axon. 

The  Court  Leet  or  Portmoot  Records  of  Salford,  1735-1738,  with  a transcript  of  a 
roll  of  1559.  Edited  by  James  Tait. 

Scotish  Ffeilde.  Edited  by  J.  P.  Oakden. 

Vol.  95.  History  of  the  Township  of  Ireby.  By  W.  H.  Chippindall. 

Vol.  96.  The  Knights  of  the  Shire  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  (1377-1460).  By 

John  S.  Roskell. 

Vol.  97.  Oliver  Heywood’s  Life  of  John  Angier  of  Denton  Together  with  Angier’s  Diary,  and 
Extracts  from  His  “ An  Helpe  to  Better  Hearts  ” : also  Samuel  Angier’s  Diary.  Edited 
with  Introduction  and  Notes  by  Ernest  Axon. 

Vol.  98.  The  Pleas  of  Quo  Warranto  for  the  County  of  Lancaster.  By  A.  Cantle. 

Vol.  99.  A History  of  Whittington.  By  W.  H.  Chippindall. 

Vol.  100.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  New  Series,  Vol.  VH.  Containing  : 

The  Chetham  Society  : A Retrospect.  By  James  Tait. 

Thomas  Sotheron  v.  Cockersand  Abbey  : A suit  as  to  theadvowson  of  Mitton  Church, 
1369-70.  Edited  by  Joseph  McNulty. 

The  Foundation  Charter  of  Runcorn  (later  Norton)  Priory.  Edited  by  James  Tait. 
Vol.  loi.  A Descriptive  List  of  the  Printed  Maps  of  Lancashire,  1577-1900.  By  Harold 
Whitaker. 

Vol.  102.  A Sixteenth-Century  Survey  and  Year’s  Account  of  the  Estates  of  Hornby  Castle 
Lancashire.  With  an  Introduction  on  the  Owners  of  the  Castle.  By  W.  H.  Chippendale. 
Vol.  103.  Historical  Geography  of  Southwest  Lancashire  before  the  Industrial  Revolution. 
By  F.  Walker. 

Vol.  104.  A History  of  the  Parish  of  Tunstall.  By  W.  H.  Chippindall. 

Vol.  105.  A Middlewich  Chartulary.  Compiled  by  William  Vernon  in  the  Seventeenth 
Century.  Edited  by  Joan  Varley,  M.A.  Part  I. 

Vol.  106.  A Descriptive  List  of  the  Maps  of  Cheshire  1577-1900.  By  Harold  Whitaker. 
Vol.  107.  Warrington  Academy  : its  history  and  influence.  By  H.  McLachlan. 

Vol.  108.  A Middlewich  Chartulary.  Edited  by  Joan  Varley  and  James  Tait. 

Vol.  109.  Chetham  Miscellanies.  New  Series,  Vol.  VIII.  Containing  : 

In  Memory  of  James  Tait.  By  V.  H.  Galbraith. 

Centenary  of  the  Chetham  Society,  1843-1943.  By  James  Tait. 

The  Royal  and  Seignorial  Bailiffs  of  Lancashire.  By  G.  H.  Tupling. 

The  Ribble  Salmon  Fisheries  : Materials  for  a History.  By  A.  T.  R.  Houghton. 
Sir  Roger  Bradshaigh  of  Haigh,  Knight  and  Baronet,  1628-1684.  By  A.  L. 
Hawkes. 

Vol.  no.  The  Lancashire  Elizabethan  Recusants.  By  J.  S.  Leatherbarrow. 


REPORT  OF  THE  COUNCIL  FOR  THE 
HUNDRED  AND  FIFTH  YEAR 

(66th  of  the  New  Series) 

Read  at  the  Annual  Geyieral  Meeting  held  by  permission  of  the  Feoffees,  in  the  Audit 
Room  of  the  Chetham  Hospital,  Manchester,  on  27  April,  1948 

The  Council  have  the  honour  to  present  their  Report  for  the  year  ended 
28  February  1948  as  follows  : — 

During  the  past  two  years,  owing  to  causes  largely  outside  the  control  of  the 
Society  and  due  to  the  general  situation,  there  has  been  a slowing  down  of  publi- 
cation, with  the  result  that  the  volume  planned  for  the  year  1947-8  will  not  appear 
until  1949.  Every  step  will  be  taken  to  expedite  the  issue  of  the  succeeding  volume, 
due  for  the  year  1948-9,  but  it  is  impossible  to  forecast  the  date  as  yet.  During 
past  years  the  Chetham  Society  in  its  output  has  compared  not  unfavourably  with 
other  publishing  societies,  though  costs  of  production  will  now  probably  make  it 
impossible  to  restore  the  pre-war  rate  of  two  volumes  a year.  The  1947-8  issue 
is  to  be  Dr.  G.  H.  Tupling’s  South  Lancashire  in  the  Reign  of  Edward  IL  This  is 
a study  of  Lancashire  Pleas  contained  in  Coram  Rege  Roll  254  which  records  the 
session  of  the  King’s  Bench  at  Wigan  in  1323,  when  Edward  IPs  government  was 
making  efforts  to  clear  up  the  confusion  caused  by  the  activities  of  Earl  Thomas 
of  Lancaster,  recently  slain  at  Boroughbridge. 

Professor  James  Tait  was  concerned  that  the  Society  should  devote  more  space 
to  Cheshire  sources.  His  last  volume,  the  second  instalment  of  a Middlewich 
Chartulary,  continued  the  work  of  a past  student  of  the  Liverpool  University  School 
of  Local  History,  and  now  another  graduate  of  the  School,  Mr.  A.  Hopkins,  is  to 
be  responsible  for  the  Society’s  next  (1948-9)  volume.  Select  Pleas  from  Chester  City 
Courts,  containing  selections  from  the  Portmote  and  Pentice  Rolls  during  the  reigns 
of  Edward  I and  Edward  H.  In  his  Introduction  Mr.  Hopkins  has  analysed  the 
])rocedure  of  the  two  jurisdictions,  devoting  considerable  space  to  the  methods  by 
which  pleas  were  originated,  and  to  the  forms  of  action  found  in  the  two  courts. 
The  pleas  throw  interesting  light  on  tlie  personnel  of  the  litigants  as  well  as  upon 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  Chester. 

Dr.  Tupling’s  volume  is  the  hrst  of  the  Society’s  Third  Series. 

For  long  tlie  need  for  a guide  to  the  contents  (now  no  volumes)  of  this  series 
lias  been  felt  : the  Society  has  accordingly  commissioned  Miss  Agnes  Baker,  formerly 
secretary  to  Mr.  W.  H.  Godfrey,  Director  of  the  National  Building  Record,  to  carry 
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out  such  a work,  and  it  is  hoped  that  the  first  volume  of  this  may  be  published  in 
1950  or  1951.  Meanwhile  active  work  is  in  progress  on  further  volumes  for  the 
Third  Series,  notably  by  Mr.  Thomas  Woodcock  on  the  history  of  Haslingden,  and 
Dr.  Willan  on  the  history  of  the  Weaver  navigation. 

Since  the  last  Report  was  published  the  Council  has  lost,  by  death,  both  Pro- 
fessor Tait  (to  whom  a special  memoir  was  devoted  in  Chetham  Miscellanies,  Vol. 
VIII,  No.  109),  and  Mr.  T.  Cann  Hughes,  M.A.,  F.S.A.,  one  of  our  senior  members. 
Mr.  C.  R.  Cheney,  Professor  of  Medieval  History  in  the  University  of  Manchester, 
has  been  appointed  to  the  Council.  The  Society  deplores  the  loss  of  the  Earl  of 
Derby,  who  had  been  a member  for  a considerable  time.  There  are  now  (27  April 
1948)  80  individual  members  and  116  libraries  subscribing  to  the  Society. 

Owing  to  the  considerably  increased  cost  of  producing  the  volumes,  the  Society 
has  been  compelled  to  raise  the  annual  subscription  to  30s. 
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Assheton,  Sir  Ralph  Cockayne,  Bt.,  D.L.,  Down- 
ham  Hall,  near  Clitheroe. 

Atkinson,  Rev.  A.  V.,  Weaverham  Vicarage, 
Northwich. 

Barlow,  John  E.,  The  Beeches,  Ockbrook,  near 
Derby. 

Bellot,  Professor  H.  Hale,  Wayside,  Lyndale, 
London,  N.W.i. 

Bennett,  M.  J.,  26  Derek  Avenue,  Hove  3, 
Sussex. 

Blackledge,  R.  S.,  68  Hollyfield  Road,  Sutton 
Coldfield. 

Buckley,  George  K.,  40  Cambridge  Road,  South- 
port. 

Cantle,  A.,  The  Cowley  School,  St.  Helens,  Lancs. 

Chaloner,  W.  H.,  M.A.,  Ph.D.,  University  of 
Manchester. 

Cheney,  Professor  C.  R.,  University  of  Man- 
chester. 

Clare,  Thomas,  17  Highland  Road,  Runcorn. 

Coldwell,  Mrs.  M.  E.,  Stoke  Lodge,  Ludlow. 

Daresbury,  Right  Hon.  the  Lord,  Walton  Hall, 
near  Warrington. 

D’Ewart,  Dr.  John,  53  Manley  Road,  Whalley 
Range,  Manchester  16. 

Dod,  J.  C.  Wolley,  Edge  Hall,  Malpas. 

Dootson,  Thomas  R.,  Parkfield,  Leigh,  Lancs. 

Eielding,  W.  R.,  M.A.,  M.Sc.,  Manor  House, 
Manor  Road,  Eleetwood. 

Elitcroft,  the  Rev.  J.,  St.  Andrew’s  Vicarage, 
Ashton-on-Ribble. 


Eorbes,  Alaister,  48  Deeplish  Road,  Rochdale. 

Eorshaw,  Thomas,  Burtonwood  House,  Burton- 
wood,  Warrington. 

Garnett,  William  J.,  Quernmore  Park,  Lan- 
caster. 

Hargreaves-Mawdsley,  R.,  7 Lathbury  Road, 
Oxford. 

Henry,  Leonard  W.,  8 Little  St.  Mary’s  Lane, 
Cambridge. 

Henthorn,  E.,  The  Grammar  School,  Brigg, 
Lincolnshire. 

Hodgkinson,  Archer,  The  Chestnuts,  Higher 
Lane,  Lymm. 

Hodgkiss,  E.  D.,  M.A.,  The  Library,  University 
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Holt,  Miss  Anne,  M.A.,  F.R.Hist.S.,  Oakfield, 
Penny  Lane,  Liverpool  15. 

Hornyold  - Strickland,  H.,  Sizergh  Castle, 
Kendal. 

Houghton,  A.  T.  R.,  15  Winckley  Street, 
Preston. 

Howarth,  Thomas,  Whittington  Hall,  Kirkby 
Lonsdale,  Westmorland 

Howcroft,  Lt.-Col.  G.  B.,  M.C.,  M.A.,  45  Priory 
Buildings,  Union  Street,  Oldham. 

Hudson,  Rev.  H.  A.,  M.A.,  Stan-y-Coed,  Church 
Stretton,  Salop. 

Inchley,  R.  H.,  Williams  Deacon’s  Bank,  Ltd., 
25  St.  Ann  Street,  Manchester. 

Irvine,  W.  Fergusson,  Brynllwyn,  Corwen,  North 
Wales. 
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Jacob,  Dr.  E.  M.A..  D.Phil.,  All  Souls 
College,  Oxford. 

Johnson,  Herbert,  Garston  House,  Ogden  Road, 
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Parkinson,  Sir  Harold,  Hornby  Castle,  Hornby, 
near  Lancaster. 

Rankin,  Sir  Robert,  Bt.,  Iver  Lodge,  Iver,  Bucks. 

Richards,  Raymond,  M.A.,  F.S.A.,  Oxford 

House,  Oxford  Road,  Birkdale,  Southport. 

Rigby,  the  Rev.  F.  F.,  100  Hall  Road,  Ashton- 
under-Lyne. 

Roskell,  J.  S.,  337  Brandlesholme  Road,  Bury. 

Rothwell,  R.  Norris,  Baddeley  Mount,  Bowness- 
on-Windermere. 
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Varley,  Mrs.  W.  J.,  Lincoln  Diocesan  Record 
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Wadsworth,  A.  P.,  M.A.,  30  Parkwood  Road, 
Wythenshawe,  Manchester. 

Walmsley,  James,  New  Hall,  Waddington,  by 
Clitheroe. 

Weld,  Francis,  32  Weld  Road,  Birkdale, 
Southport. 

Wilkinson,  L.  C.  King,  Ivy  Cottage,  Slaidburn, 
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Woodcock,  Thomas,  Newfield,  Haslingden, 
Lancs. 

Worsley-Taylor,  F.  E.,  Newton  Hall,  Newton- 
in-Bowland,  Clitheroe. 

Worsley-Taylor,  Sir  John,  Bt.,  Town  Head, 
Pendleton,  near  Clitheroe. 
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Worsthorne,  S.  Townie}?-,  Worcester  College, 
Oxford. 
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Aberystwyth,  National  Library  of  Wales. 
Accrington  Public  Library. 

Ashton-under-Lyne  Public  Library. 

Barrow  in  Furness  Public  Library. 

Birkenhead  Public  Library. 

Birmingham  Public  Library. 

Birmingham  University  Library. 

Blackburn  Public  Library. 

Bolton  Public  Library. 

Bootle  Public  Library. 

Boston,  U.S.A.,  Athenæum  (per  E.  G.  Allen  & Son) . 
Boston,  U.S.A.,  New  England  Historic  Genea- 
logical Society  (per  B.  F.  Stevens  & 
Brown) . 

Boston,  U.S.A.,  Public  Library  (per  B. 
Quaritch). 

Bristol  University  Library. 

Burnley  Public  Library. 

Bury  Public  Library. 

California,  University  of,  Berkeley,  Ca.  (per 
B.  F.  Stevens  & Brown). 

Cambridge  University  Library. 

Cardiff  Public  Library. 

Chester,  Cheshire  County  Library. 

Chester  Public  Library. 

Chicago,  Newberry  Library  (per  B.  F.  Stevens  & 
Brown) . 

Chicago  University  Library  (per  B.  F.  Stevens  & 
Brown). 

Chorley  Public  Library. 

Cleveland  Public  Library,  Ohio,  U.S.A.  (per 
Henry  Sotheran,  Ltd.). 

Cornell  University,  Ithaca,  U.S.A.  (per  E.  G. 

Allen  & Son). 

Crewe  Public  Library. 

Dartmouth  College  Library,  Hanover,  U.S.A. 
(per  E.  G.  Allen  & Son). 


Derby  Public  Library. 

(Dublin)  National  Library  of  Ireland. 

Dublin  University  (Trinity  College)  Library 
(per  Hodges,  Figgis  & Co.,  Ltd.). 

Eccles  Public  Library. 

(Edinburgh)  National  Library  of  Scotland. 
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(Glasgow)  Mitchell  Library, 

Glasgow  University  Library. 

Harvard  University,  Cambridge,  U.S.A,  (per 
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Haverford,  College  Library,  Pen.,  U.S.A. 
Huntington,  Henry  E.,  Library  and  Art  Gallery, 
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Indiana  University  Library. 

Iowa  State  University  Library,  Iowa,  U.S.A. 
(per  B.  H.  Blackwell,  Ltd.,  Oxford). 
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Washington,  D.C.,  U.S.A. , Library  of  Congress 
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